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SMITH ON TRANSPORTATION 


So far as their treatment of the subject of transpor- 
tation is concerned, there is little choice between the 
acceptance speeches of Herbert Hoover and Alfred E. 
Smith. Neither says much about the railroads; both ad- 
vocate development of inland waterways—Governor 
Smith not quite as much at length as Mr. Hoover, with 
whom it is a hobby—and both, apparently, on the theory 
that the government will continue to operate inland wa- 
terway carriers in competition with the railroads, which, 
somehow or other are to recoup the loss by increased 
traffic resulting from development of the country. Gov- 
ernor Smith appears to favor the building of a seaway 
from the Great Lakes to the Atlantic, leaving the route 
to Congress, though heretofore he has favored the so- 
called All-American route as against the St. Lawrence 
route. His words with respect to transportation were as 
follows: 


Adequate distribution is necessary to bring a proper return to 
production. Increased efficiency of railroad transportation and term- 
inal handling means lowering of cost which in turn reflects itself in 
the form of increased purchasing power through reduction in the 
cost of every-day necessities of lifé. 

Nor do railroads exhaust means of transportation. I believe in 
encouraging the construction and use of modern highways to carry 
the short haul of small bulk commodities and to aid in effective 
marketing of farm products. 

Of great importance and still in a highly undeveloped state are 
our transportation routes by waterways. Commodities of great bulk, 
where the freight cost is a large part of the cost to the ultimate con- 
sumer, are among the least profitable to railroads to carry and lend 
themselves most readily to water transportation. 

Certain areas of our country are deeply interested in opening 
> a direct route from the middle west to the sea by way of the 
reat Lakes and adjacent waterways. Controversy has arisen over 
the relative merits of the St. Lawrence route or the All-American 
route. As governor of New York, I have heretofore expressed a 
Preference for the All-American route, basing my view on engineers’ 
reports made to me. The correctness of these reports and also of 
those favoring the St. Lawrence route has been challenged. As 
President of the United States, therefore, it would be my clear duty 
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to restudy this question impartially upon engineers’ reports the ac- 
curacy of which must be above question. When the results of such 
a study are given to Congress, I am entirely willing to abide by 
the decision of Congress. 

With the development of inland waterways goes the control of 
floods thereon. The Mississippi flood of last year brought home to 
the nation the imperative need for a national policy of flood control. 
The last two administrations waited for this calamity and for uni- 
versal demand that something be done instead of taking leadership 
in this important work. Forethought, courage, and leadership and 
knowledge of what real ultimate economy means would have done 
much to prevent this calamity with its ensuing waste and misery. 
An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of first aid and relief. 
In the last Congress the Reid-Jones bill laid down sound lines for 
the solution of this great problem. The policy thus initiated for the 
Mississippi must be carried through. The money actually appropriated 
for flood relief is too small to make even a start. Too much time 
has been spent in squabbling over who shall pay the bill. 

The Mississippi River and its tributaries constitute a great net- 
work of waterways flowing through a large number of states. Much 
more than flood control is involved. Fullest development of the Mis- 
sissippi River and its tributaries as arteries of commerce should be 
the goal. 

There is one part of Governor Smith’s speech which 
amounts to more than mere words and which we hope 
he would apply to appointments to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. He said: 

While this is a government of laws and not of men, laws do 
not execute themselves. We must have people of character and 
outstanding ability to serve the nation. To me one of the greatest 
elements of satisfaction in my nomination is the fact that I owe 
it to no one man or set of men. I can with complete honesty make 
the statement that my nomination was brought about by no promise 
given or implied by me or any one in my behalf. I will not be 
influenced in appointments by the question of a person’s wet or dry 
attitude, by whether he is rich or poor, whether he comes from 
the north, south, east or west, or by what church he attends in 
the worship of God. The sole standard of my appointments will 
be the same as they have been in my governorship—integrity of the 
man or woman and his or her ability to give me the greatest possible 
aid in devoted service to the people. 


COMMISSION REFORM 


One of the objections to giving the Commission 
jurisdiction over motor vehicles in interstate commerce 
and intercoastal steamships, if it be decided to subject 
these agencies of transportation to regulation, is that 
the Commission is already overworked. Perhaps this 
objection is urged by many opposed to the regulation 
we speak of without knowing or thinking much about 
the matter, but merely as an argument that suits their 
purpose; but it has some force, nevertheless. The Com- 
mission is overworked and its system ought to be. 
changed, whether or not it has additional functions 
thrust upon it. If, as we think should be the case, the 
motor vehicles and the intercoastal vessels are to be 
regulated, the change will be all the more necessary. 

The Commission can do much to reform its own 
practices without any change in the laws, as we have 
pointed out before. Its procedure is too cumbersome; 
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OINING of facilities of 
the electrified and steam 
carriers of this railroad 

system under a common man- 
agement means much to ship- 
pers buying freight transpor- 
tation to or from the Illinois 
and St. Louis territory. 


The map shows how these 
lines reach the important rail- 
way terminals in central and 
eastern Illinois and how they 
circle with an outer belt the 
vast industrial zone on the 
east side of the Mississippi 
river at St. Louis. 


These steam and electrified lines 
serve exclusively more than 200 
industries and reach 3,000 others 
through reciprocal switching ar- 
rangements. They have access to 
a score of coal mines in three 
Illinois districts with annual pro- 
duction of 5,000,000 tons. 


This railroad enters St. Louis 
over its own independent rail 
bridge, with an elevated approach 
over the principal railway yards on 
the Illinois side. It is a trunk line 
as well as a participating carrier, 
serving shippers in the St. Louis 
and east side industrial zone with 
trans-river and terminal facilities 
and affording through freight han- 
dling by direct line haul to central, 
northern and eastern Illinois. Inter- 
change rates and connections exist 
with ‘all railroads to and from all 
points. 


The facilities of the railroads 
comprising the Illinois Terminal 
Railroad System give this group 
of carriers decided advantage for 
prompt and efficient handling of 
shipments of every kind. 
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Illinois Terminal 
Railroad System 


Comprising the following lines: 


} 

| Illinois Terminal Company, Lessee of 

| The Se. Louis, Troy and Eastern Rail Road Company 
St. Louis Electric Terminal Railway Company 

Se. Louis and Illinois Belt Railway 

| Illinois Traction, Inc. (Main Division} 

| 


oe 


The Illinois Terminal Railroad System is a trunk line carrier 
serving shippers in the St. Louis and East Side industrial zone 
with transriver and terminal facilities and with freight, 
express and passenger transportation to and from Central, 
Northern and Eastern Illinois. - 


oo 
GENERAL OFFICES 


3221 LOCUST STREET 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 
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tt hears too many witnesses at too great length, their 
wishes and not those of the Commission governing in 
this respect. The result is that the time of the com- 
missioners and their examiners is consumed to no good 
end. Justice does not demand this huge record. 

But, aside from what the Commission can do any 
time itself, there can and should be changes in the law 
that would bring relief. One method suggested is that 
of regional commissions. We do not favor this plan 
hecause we think there should be nothing of regional 
consideration of questions coming before the Commis- 
sion. A commissioner does not have to live in or have 
his office in a given region to be able to understand a 
problem properly presented, and his regional interest 
would rather bias him than aid him. The chief argu- 
ment for the regional plan, indeed, is that it would 
bring the Commission “nearer to the people,” and not 
that it would lessen the work. The “nearer to the 
people” idea does not appeal to us and we doubt if 
there would be much lessening of work on account of 
the suggested machinery, and, certainly, whatever good 
was accomplished in this respect, would be at great 
additional expense 

We repeat that there is no doubt about the Com- 
mission being overworked. The statute, as it stands, 
requires at least three commissioners (one division) to 
deal with quasi-judicial questions ranging from the juris- 
diction of a justice of the peace to the duty of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. On the adminis- 
trative or executive side the range of its duties is equally 
wide. No fewer than one division, consisting of three 
men, must vote on each decision. The result is that 
there is no time for constructive thought. A reparation 
claim for $2.14 must be voted on by three $12,000 a year 
men. They must hold a conference on the matter. That 
means that three men must have their time schedules 
juggled back and forth for hundreds of such piddling 
cases. Probably 2,900 of the approximately 3,000 com- 
plaints and other things—applications for this, that, or 
the other thing on the finance docket—are of that char- 
acter. We are using 16-inch guns to pick off mos- 
quitos, or Rolls Royces to carry for us things that 
should be carried in hand carts. 

A suggested remedy is to amend section 17 so that 
the Commission, in its discretion, may delegate and 
assign to one of its members, or to individual employes 
or groups of such employes, the consideration and dis- 
position of a particular matter or matters, subject to 
the right of an aggrieved party to apply for rehearing 
or reconsideration, by the Commission, or a division, 
as the Commission, by general rule, may prescribe, on 
a showing to the Commission that the individual com- 
missioner, employe, or group of employes had acted 
arbitrarily, in a legal sense, or had made an obvious 
mistake of law, or that a real question of public interest 
was involved and that the applicant was not merely 
seeking the substitution of the judgment of one set of 
men for the reasonably exercised judgment of another. 

In other words, we might bring into this matter of 
appeal the rule that governs the Supreme Court of the 
United States in passing on applications for review of 
the judgment of lower courts. There should be no such 
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thing as appeal, in the law sense—that is, of the right 
to carry up a case, such as exists now, even in the case 
of a rate question, which, if decided in favor of the 
complainant, would result in an award of reparation for 
$2.14. 

Relief of this character would enable the Commis- 
sion to put the burden of that sort of work, if Congress 
could not be persuaded to place restrictions of some 
sort on the hunt for reparation, on the trained men it 
has in its employ. For instance, it could say that its 
board of suspension should suspend tariffs or refuse 
to suspend without bothering a division, but in time to 
enable a division to pass on the matter before the effec- 
tive date of the tariffs, if the suspension board had made 
a fool of itself and could not be made to see that it had, 
not in the exercise of judgment, but in applying the law, 
or in refusing to look at allegations of fact. 

The Commission could direct its board of review, 
composed of the older examiners, to dispose of com- 
plaints sent to it without bothering a division. It could 
direct Commissioner Meyer, for instance, to hear the 
Hoch-Smith grain case, as he is doing, and a division 
of which Meyer is a member to dispose of it, finally. 

In the final analysis the commissioners have to de- 
pend on the judgment of expert men, who, being on the 
civil service roll, are not as much influenced as com- 
missioners might be, by considerations of political 
expediency. 

As the law stands it compels the commissioners to 
resolve themselves into little debating clubs on cases that 
have gone through the hands of the boards. The boards, 
not having responsibility, present the things in issue in 
this style. “On the one hand,, you have the authority 
of Smith vs. A. C. L., and on the other Jones vs. S. A. L. 
Now pick the case you think should control.” 

We think that, if the commissioners would take the 
bull by the horns, they could, without legislation, reform 
their ways so as to accomplish the unloading of the mass 
of detail on boards. 

Seemingly, the fear is that, unless the Commission 
were specifically authorized to require some of its work 
to be done by its subordinates, a question would be raised 
about the delegation of a delegated power; the rule is 
that delegated power cannot be delegated. But the courts 
have said, in effect, that the Commission does not exer- 
cise a delegated power, Congress having no authority to 
delegate a delegated power. In effect, they have said 
that the Commission is merely the administrative body 
for the ascertainment of facts and the application to them 
of the power conferred on Congress by the Constitution, 
and that, hence, the act to regulate commerce and its suc- 
cessor are not repugnant to the rule against the delega- 
tion of delegated power. 

The suggestion of the Wall Street Journal that pif- 
fling cases, involving no principle and of concern only to 
the immediate parties, be left to a commerce court, would 
be contrary to the central thought that there should be 
only one body regulating commerce among the states 
and with foreign countries, and that body the Commis- 
sion. Besides, if the words “commerce court” are used 
in the sense of creating a judicial body, the suggestion 
falls afoul of the belief that the making of a rate for the 



























































































































































































































































































































































































































428 





future by a court, even in a piffling case, would be unlaw- 

ful because the making of rates for the future is a legis- 
lative and not a judicial function. But Virginia did create 
a body, the corporation commission, having both legis- 
lative duties and judicial powers. Whether, in that re- 
spect, a state has greater power than Congress, is a ques- 
tion that would be raised. Inasmuch as the state gov- 
ernments exercise inherent and not delegated powers, the 
answer probably is that a state could do that and Con- 
gress could not. 

However, inasmuch as the proposed reformation of 
section 17 would have as its object the placing of piffling 
cases in the hands of subordinates, consideration of the 
commerce court suggestion would not be necessary. 

We think the situation cannot be fully met without 
a change in the statute, but without a change in the law, 
the Commission could lighten its labors considerably by 
changing its practices so as to conform more nearly with 
practices in the courts. We are presenting the program 
outlined above, not as a final piece of work, but as a sug- 
gestion to be considered and “shot at.” 


WESTERN CLASS RATES 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


“The argument in favor of as low basis of rates for Okla- 
homa as for Kansas, Nebraska and other states in western 
trunk line territory is, we think, unanswerable, and the Com- 
mission must conclude that whatever adjustment is made herein 
must provide the same basis of rates for Oklahoma as for 
western trunk line territory,” says the Corporation Commission 
of Oklahoma in its brief in No. 17000, part 2, western trunk 
line class rates. 


The Oklahoma commission included in its brief a repro- 
duction of its brief and argument in Ex Parte 87. It said the 
argument made therein in behalf of a special rate group for 
the southwest was pertinent in support of the same rates for 
both the southwest and the western trunk line territory. It 
said its plea in Ex Parte 87 for a southwestern rate group was 
denied and that it was not reviving it herein. 

“In denying our request for a southwestern rate group,” it 
said, “the Commission must have concluded that southwestern 
rates and western trunk line rates should be considered to- 
gether, and that a common basis must be applied for the entire 
territory. This being true, much of the weight of our argument 
in support of a separate group falls. 

“We contended then and we contend now that the south- 
west has never been treated fairly, because higher rates have 
been charged therein for no other reason than that the custom 
has grown up of collecting higher charges for the southwest 
than for western trunk line territory.” 

The East Side Manufacturers’ Association of St. Louis and 
others urge the Commission to find that no increase in the 
present rates on iron and steel has been justified and that the 
present class rates to the Missouri River and destinations west 
thereof are unreasonable to the extent they exceed the rates 
on iron and steel pipe, and that to destinations east of the Mis- 
souri River to which specific commodity rates are in effect, no 
sufficient evidence has been presented to warrant any changes 
in the present commodity rates. 

American Bottlers of Carbonated Beverages asks for such 
an adjustment of the class rate structure as will tend to im- 
prove both the conditions of the carriers and of the beverage 
manufacturers. It says the proposals of the carriers will not 
result in the carbonated beverage industry making up for the 
tonnage lost by the carriers due to the Eighteenth Amendment. 
The carbonated beverage industry, says the brief, needs reason- 
able freight rates to keep it from decentralizing. 

“The carriers will probably argue from the angle of the 
improvement in the carbonated beverage business since pro- 
hibition,” says the brief. “We allow to an improvement, but 
not to the extent the carriers would have you believe. Testi- 
mony is to the effect that prior to 1926 the carbonated beverage 
industry in western trunk line territory finished each year on 
the red side of the ledger. Every one who formerly drank beer 
and other alcoholic beverages will not now drink carbonated 
beverages in substitution therefor.” 

The Great Lakes Transit Corporation says the examiner 
in this proceeding should not decide the question of the rela- 
tionship of the westbound rail-lake rates to Duluth and to Chi- 
cago; and that the contention of the shippers that the east- 
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bound lake-rail class rates from Duluth and the Twi 
should be reduced to the westbound basis is not soy 
corporation says its average net freight earnings for the Deriog 
1923-1927, inclusive, amounted to $340,931 annually anq that 
this included earnings from other sources than the class ra 
business under investigation and earnings from commodity rates 
under the jurisdiction of the Commission, and from Dortty 
port class and commodity rates and bulk cargo rates not sub. 
ject to such regulation. It said the sum of $340,931 was not q 
fair return on its 21 freight vessels having an average value of 
$500,000 each or $10,500,000. It made the point that its earn- 
ings were not adequate. With respect to the Hoch-Smith rego. 
lution, the corporation, in part, said: 


1 Cities 
nd. The 


This respondent is undoubtedly peculiar among the carriers gyp. 
ject to the jurisdiction of this Commission in the inordinately high 
percentage of its tonnage represented by products of the farmer ang 
rancher and by allied commodities, the transportation rates on which 
have a direct bearing upon the farmer or rancher. If, pursuant to 
the Hoch-Smith resolution, reductions are to be ordered by the 
Commission on any substantial portion of such products, this carrier 
will find itself in the sorry plight of not having sufficient other tonnage 
from which to recoup such reductions in the manner said to be con. 
templated by the Hoch-Smith_ resolution. Very few, if any, other 
carriers in this country find themselves confronted with so serious 
a problem. . . We, therefore, repeat that the extremely high 
percentage relation of the so-called Hoch-Smith resolution commod- 
ities entering into the tonnage of this carrier entitles this respond. 
ent to the most indulgent consideration at the hands of this Com. 
mission. 


The Menasha Printing & Carton Co., of Ashland, Wis., says 
it concurs in the proposals of the Wisconsin Railroad Commis. 
sion and! those of the Wisconsin Manufacturers’ Association, It 
says that in fairness to the industry and its development the 
proposals .of the carriers should be rejected; that to preserve 
and continue the development of industries in Wisconsin, both 
in fairness to that state and for the carriers’ own benefit, the 
maximum class rate basis which should be prescribed in the 
eastern portion of western trunk line territory is the scale pro. 
posed by the Wisconsin commission, and between Wisconsin and 
Illinois, an extension of the Illinois-C. F. A. scale; that between 
interior Wisconsin and official territory, the eastern scales 
should be extended for through, joint, overhead application, and 
between interior Wisconsin throughout the southeast the Q1 
scale of differentials prescribed in Docket 13494 should be ex- 
tended; and that paper pails should be given the same rate 
basis applicable to paper napkins, paper towels, and toilet paper, 
and that pulpboard cans should have special rate treatment by 
way of a line of commodity rates, or exception to the classi- 
fication. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3152, the Commission has suspended from 
August 17 until March 17 schedules as published in supple- 
ment No. 11 to Missouri Pacific I. C. C. No. A-7099. The sus- 
pended schedules propose reductions in rates on sinall-size coal, 
carloads, from Arkansas mines to numerous western points. 
The following rates, in cents per ton 2,000 pounds on coal, 
carloads, which will pass through a round-hole perforation 2.5 
inches in diameter but over a perforation 1.5 inches in dia- 
meter, is illustrative: 


From Spadra, Ark., to Leavenworth, Kans., present 305, proposed 
240; from Knoxville, Ark., to Sedalia, Mo., present 360, proposed 290. 

In I. and S. No. 3153, the Commission has suspended from 
August 22 until March 22 schedules as published in many tariffs 
by Boyd, Cottrell, Curlett, Emerson, Galligan, Glenn, Johanson, 
Jones, Lowry and Speiden, and various individual carriers. The 
suspended schedules propose numerous increases and reductions 
in rates on furniture, carloads and less-than-carloads, from, to 
and between points in Southern, Official, Illinois Freight Asso- 
ciation, and Western Trunk Line territories, filed in pursuance 
of the decisions and orders in docket No. 14898, Memphis Freight 
Bureau et al. vs. A. G. S., 128 I. C. C. 445, or in relation thereto. 

The Commission has amended its order dated August 20, 
creating I. and S. No. 3153, furniture from, to and between 
points in Southern, Official, Illinois Freight Association and 
Western Trunk Line territories by changing the expiration date 
of its order from -April 22 to March 22. The law allows a sus- 
pension order only seven months of life. As it now reads the 
order of creation suspends the affected tariffs from August 
22 to March 22. 

It was necessary for the Commission to issue an order 
bringing its exercise of power within the limits set by law, else 
the record would have shown a suspension for eight instead 
of the lawful seven months. 

In I. and S. No. 3154, the Commission has suspended from 
August 23 until March 23 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 3 to Baltimore & Ohio I. C. C. No. 21264. The suspended 
schedules propose increases in rates on cement, carloads, from 
Martinsburg, W. Va., and Security, Md., to Hagerstown & Fred- 
erick stations Braddock Heights, Jefferson, Middletown and 
Myersville, Md. The following is illustrative: 


From Martinsburg, W. Va., to Braddock Heights, Md., present 
240, proposed 290; Jefferson, Md., present 250, proposed 300; rates 
in cents per 100 pounds. 
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| Current Topics 


| in Washington 


° 


Hoch-Smith Grain Case Thoughts.—It may be that the facts 

about the Hoch-Smith grain investigation, hearings in which are 
about at an end, do not constitute a thing to point a moral and 
jdorn a tale, but they have made some folks who are interested 
in having the Commission measure up to its possibilities do 
some thinking. Commissioner Meyer has been giving ear to 
many words for and against proposals to give grain and grain 
roducts rates cut to the measure of the Hoch-Smith resolution. 
\feasured by the ordinary rules for appraising rates, those on 
sain and grain products, as a whole, are probably as low or 
lower than they should be. Therefore, it is suggested, the big 
question in the case is one of policy rather than something 
to be disposed of by the customary methods. Examiners Mack- 
ley and Hall, who sat with Commissioner Meyer, it is believed 
it will be admitted, are fully competent to dispose of the case 
ynder the ordinary rules. But, the existence of the Hoch-Smith 
resolution requires the introduction of an unusual factor in the 
problem. Undoubtedly, if either Mackley or Hall were made a 
commissioner he would be well prepared to consider the matter 
from every possible angle. However, the responsibility of being 
a commissioner has not been laid upon either. From that it 
follows, it is believed, that it was wise for Commissioner Meyer 
to have been on what sometimes is facetiously called a barn- 
storming trip lasting for three months. But was it a barn- 
storming trip? Ninety-nine per cent of those who have thought 
on the matter, it is believed, would say no. They would add 
that commissioners should take more trips of that sort. The 
fact is that commissioners go out as much as their time will 
permit. Absence of one or more of the members of the regu- 
lating body means more work for those whose duty it is to see 
that each division of the Commission has a sufficient number of 
members to cast the votes a division must take on matters 
referred to it. That means that commissioners are pitchforked 
around, when there are absentees, like sheaves of wheat, to the 
end that the particular shock that is to fulfill a purpose of the 
law, may have the required number of sheaves in its compo- 
sition. The fact that the commissioner so tossed about may 
know only the minimum about the subject in hand means prac- 
tically nothing. The law requires that a division (shock) shall 
consist of at least three commissioners (sheaves). For other 
purposes the votes of more than three commissioners are re- 
quired before there can be a legally constituted division. Any- 
one fond of mathematical calculations is free to amuse himself 
with exercises in that regard to determine how many combina- 
tions are possible of eleven commissioners in six divisions hav- 
ing to make decisions on about 3,000 matters each year. The 
fact is that there is small opportunity for a commissioner to 
do much “barn storming” and hardly any time in which to 
do thinking about anything more valuable than upon the ques- 
tion whether Smith should or should not have reparation 
amounting to $2.14. The Commission has sent out its members 
on hearing trips in all the large cases—as, for instance, Meyer 
in this grain case, Campbell in the iron and steel case, Eastman 
in the southern class rate case, and the others in cases that 
may be recalled without much effort. But, after they have been 
out they have come back to the eternal pitchforking around to 
see that the composition of the divisions is proper, or the 
switching of engagements to make it possible for a properly 
constituted division to vote on the great question about Smith’s 
$2.14 reparation claim. Commissioners might save time by 
rubber stamping the proposed reports, but they are not so con- 
stituted as to do that. The law requires the judgment of three 
$12,000 a year men on that claim for $2.14 and they must at 
least assemble to vote on the subject. Human beings are so 
constituted that if they get together for a purpose, conscientious 
men will give more than perfunctory attention even to infinitesi- 
mal matters, believing, in their optimistic way, that even if they 
do give time to them they will be able to think on the more 
important matters when they are forced upon them. There are 
many men, it is suspected, who have an idea that a commis- 
sioner should have time enough for thinking so that important 
matters would not have to be forced upon him. That is to say, 
his time should be so relatively free from positive engagements 
that his inherent energy will drive him to initiate something 
rather than be so busy with small matters that those around 
him are forced to interfere with the grind to remind him that 
something of importance had not been taken up or considered 
except in the most incidental way. 





Trade Commission Uses Publicity Mercilessly—The Federal 
Trade Commission this week found reason to use publicity, with- 
out mercy, in connection with a proceeding against a company 
that was using words to indicate that the rugs it was selling 
had been made by blind persons. Some of the rugs it has been 
selling are the product of blind persons, but a greater number, 
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according to the trade body’s report, are the products of power 
looms operated by sighted persons. The order forbids the Light 
House Rug Co., Inc., to use that corporate name or any ad- 
vertising matter containing it, in its interstate commerce, either 
as a trade or corporate name, in the sale or distribution of its 
products. The company was incorporated to dispose of the 
rugs produced by The Chicago Lighthouse, a trade school for 
training blind people. That institution made an arrangement 
in 1922 for the distribution of the rugs made by blind persons, 
but, according to the report of the commission, the company 
then incorporated, had rugs made by sighted persons. The 
words, “Sole Distributors of The Chicago Lighthouse, an Institu- 
tion for the Blind,” the report says, were used in the company’s 
advertising, even after October, 1926, when production of rugs 
at the Chicago Lighthouse was discontinued. The Trade Com- 
mission held that the advertising of the rug company was not 
only unfair to institutions producing rugs by the labor of blind 
persons, but also to manufacturers selling their products on 
merit rather than on a basis of sympathy for the blind. 





Perils of the Mail and Air.—Here are facts for the consid- 
eration of those interested in the law of probability: When 
Senator Curtis finished accepting the vice-presidential nomina- 
tion, the radio announcer told the audience of millions that “it 
is boloney” was the title of the next selection. Ever since 
then the radio station has been telling folks the title of the 
“music” the pipe organ played was selected months before 
there was any arrangement for the speech and that it was not 
intended to characterize the quality of the senatorial utterances. 
On August 18 the Washington branch of the Democratic na- 
tional committee told those interested that, the day before, 
copies of Governor Smith’s speech of acceptance had been mailed 
from New York to Washington for distribution among those 
entitled to receive advance copies. Surely, the local representa- 
tive of Chairman Raskob said, those copies would be in hand 
Saturday afternoon, or at the latest Monday morning. But they 
did not arrive on August 20. On that day the local office said 
that, assuming the package mailed Friday had been lost, the 
New York office had intrusted another package to the air mail 
and that copies would be available Monday evening. But neither 
the regular nor the air mail package was delivered on that day. 
Query: Did Chairman Raskob “plant” the “boloney” song on 
the air to follow Curtis’ speech? Did Postmaster-General New 
arrange for Smith’s speech to get “lost” in the mails? In the 
earlier days such things would have been taken seriously. Some 
are doing so now, and, in the language of the prayer book, there 
is no health in such folk, else they would laugh, even if Raskob 
and New, through their overzealous subordinates, planned such 
childishness. 





Foreign Trade Combinations Few.—In the ten years the 
Webb-Pomerene law, authorizing combinations for the conduct 
of foreign trade by Americans notwithstanding the prohibitions 
of the anti-trust laws, has been in force, only 56 combinations 
that have survived, have been brought about. The thought is 
that it is hard to persuade even live business men to accept 
and use the obvious, when that obvious is to be attained without 
resort to the bludgeon and the claw and the evasion of pro- 
hibitory statutes. Men just cannot see good in something for 
which they do not have to fight and run the risk of being brought 
to book by the public authorities. In the early days of com- 
bination forming the little fellow who was _ essential was 
brought in by pressure on his pocket nerve or destroyed by 
thumps on his financial cranium. Now, that such methods are 
no longer needed, there seems to be no rush to form combina- 
tions in the United States to do to foreigners what their com- 
binations are trying to do to Americans. Yet the 56 combina- 
tions, of which six were formed in the fiscal year just passed, 
are not to be treated lightly. They sold about $300,000,000 worth 
of American goods in foreign markets last year, an increase 
from about $200,500,000 in the preceding year. Of course, there 
are American concerns large enough to have their own selling 
organizations throughout the world. They do not feel the ne- 
cessity of joining any combinations of men in the same or allied 
lines. The fact that the foreign trade ef the United States far 
overtops the $300,000,000 of business done by the 56 combina- 
tions shows that there are companies in the United States, 
many of them, that have their own sales and distribution agen- 
cies. There are about 1,000 firms and companies, according to 
the Department of Commerce, in the combinations authorized 
by the statute mentioned. The associations reduce selling ex- 
penses, promote uniformity in product and gather accurate 
information as to the needs of specific markets, and like in- 
formation as to customs, shipping practices and credit ratings 
of the foreign buyers. All but fifteen of the combinations have 
offices at the ports, twenty-three of them being in New York. 

Comparison Not Odiously Intended.—Americans, who, by 
their foolish boasting brought reproach upon themselves and 
their fellow citizens seldom, it is believed, boasted about the 
things to which they could have invited the attention of for- 
eigners without offense. The report of the agents of the De- 
partment of Commerce, made so as to give the business men 
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of the country ideas as to where they may do business, fre- 
quently, without intention, recite facts that compel comparisons. 
For instance, a recent report about the railroads in Greece 
shows that the operating revenue of the state-owned railroads in 
that country amounted to 309,401,242 drachmas, equal to about 
$4,064,079, and the net, a deficit of $255,659, in 1927. The state 
railways have a total mileage of about 860. Standing by them- 
selves, these figures, in drachmas and kilometers, do not convey 
the idea that an American should obtain from them. The most 
comparable of the large roads in the United States is probably 
the Delaware & Hudson, the mileage of which is 881. Naturally 
the state-owned roads in Greece constitute one of its big systems 
because they contain half the railroad mileage in that ancient 
land. The Delaware & Hudson is a “large” road because it 
has an operating revenue of more than $25,000,000 a year. That 
minimum, entitling a road in the United States to be called 
large, is a revenue more than four times that of the Greek 
state roads. While the mileages of the Greek roads and the 
Delaware & Hudson are comparable, the comparison becomes 
worthless beyond that point. For instance, the Delaware & 
Hudson, in June last alone, had an operating revenue of $3,059,- 
133, or roughly, equal to three-fourths of the entire annual 
revenue of the Greek government from its railroads. But, in- 
stead of an operating deficit, the Delaware & Hudson had an 
operating income of $640,977. The Greek state railroads owned 
190 locomotives, 4,085 freight cars and 238 passenger cars. The 
Delaware & Hudson’s Horatio Allen engine probably is equal 
in tractive effort to half the engines on the Greek state roads.— 
‘A, ©. H. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 20613, Anchor Coal Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern et al. 
Valier & Spies Milling Corp., Weissenborn Coal Co. and the 
Johnston Tin Foil & Metal Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 19370, Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau et al. 
vs. Arkansas & Louisiana Missouri et al. The order entered 
on July 7, which was by its terms made effective September 25, 
on 30 days’ notice, has been modified to become effective on 
October 25. 

No. 2595, Meats and Packing House Products to, from, and 
between southwestern and western trunk line points. The order 
of January 9, 1928, as modified has been further modified to 
the extent of requiring cancellation of schedules on or before 
December 3, instead of September 3. 

No. 9898, Barge and rail rates from and to southwestern 
territory, Miss.-Warr. Service. Appl. 13492, for itself and on 
behalf of its interested connections—Authorized to establish and 
maintain rail-barge, barge-rail, and rail-barge-rail class and com- 
modity rates from and to points considered in Docket No. 13535, 
Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, 139 I. C. C. 535, 
and 144 I. C. C. 630, on the basis of the differential relation- 
ship approved in Docket No. 11893, U. S. War Dept. vs. A. & S. 
Ry. Co., 77 I. C. C. 317, under the all-rail rates prescribed in said 
proceeding, and to maintain higher rates from, to and between 
intermediate points on the rail lines; provided, (1) that where 
higher rates are charged from or to intermediate points thar 
from or to the more distant points, such rates shall be con- 
structed on the same basis with relation to the all-rail rates as 
the rates that are established from or to more distant points; 
(2) that the relief herein authorized shall not apply in connec- 
tion with barge-and-rail routes where the short-line rail distance 
via the port of interchange between the interior point and the 
port of origin or destination exceeds by more than one-third 
the short-line rail distance over the most direct route, nor where 
the short-line rail distance between the interior point and the 
port of interchange exceeds two-thirds of the short-line rail dis- 
tance between the interior point and the port of origin or destin- 
ation; and (3). that the all-rail rates from, to and between any 
intermediate points as to which this order applies shall. not 
exceed the rates prescribed or approved in said Docket No. 
13535, Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 

No. 20763, E. D. Reed Produce Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Complaint dismissed upon complainants’ request. 

No. 21088, South Bend Chamber of Commerce for Hollister 
French Lumber Co. vs. Long Island et al. Complaint dismissed, 
same having been satisfied. 

Finance No. 7031, Application of St. Louis Southwestern 
_ Railway for a certificate to construct lines of railroad between 
Gideon and Deering, Mo., and between Hornersville, Mo., and 
Leachville, Ark., and Finance No. 7032, Application of St. Louis 
Southwestern for authority to acquire control by stock owner- 
ship of Gideon & North Island, Deering Southwestern & Blythe- 
ville, Leachville & Arkansas Southern, and for authority to 
issue capital stock; the City of Malden, Mo., permitted to 
intervene. 

No. 14883 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.), West Virginia Pulp 
& Paper Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. The report and order 
entered in these proceedings on December 17, 1925, has been 
modified by excepting the rates from points on the Maryland 
& Pennsylvania to Luke, Md., and Piedmont, W. Va.: from the 
findings in said report and the provisions of said order; but in 
all other respects said report and order shall remain in full 
force and effect. 
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No. 20141, Chautauqua & Erie Grape Growers’ Co-Operat; 
Assn. et al. vs. Erie et al. The order entered in this Drocees 
ing on July 10, 1928, which was by its terms made effective pad 
September 1, 1928, upon not less than 10 days’ notice, hag be 
modified so that it will become effective on September 1 199e 
upon notice to this Commission and to the general public rw 
not less than 1 day’s filing and posting in manner prescribed jp 
section 6 of the interstate commerce act. 

No. 19943 (and Sub. 1), Potomac Poultry Food Co., Inc, y 
Pennsylvania et al. The Bertha Mineral Co. has been Der. 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 18158, Iowa Soap Co. vs. Burlington et al. The order 
entered in this proceeding on June 19, 1928, which was by its 
terms made effective October 18, 1928, upon 30 days’ Notice. 
has been modified so as to become effective January 18, 1999 

No. 20405, Swift & Co. et al. vs. Missouri-Kansas-Texas et a 
and No. 20106, McDavitt Bros. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Com, 
plaints dismissed upon complainants’ request. 

No. 16382, Pacific Coast Shippers’ Association et al. vs. Brit. 
ish Columbia Electric Railway, Ltd., et al. Complaint dismisseq 
same having been satisfied. 

No. 20334, A. L. Sidebottom Lumber Co. vs. Mobile & Ohio: 
No. 20548, Universal Engineering Co. vs. Minneapolis, St. Paul 
& Sault Ste. Marie; No. 20611, Kokomo Steel and Wire Co. ys. 
New York Central et al.; No. 20654, Geo. E. Breece Lumber 
Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 21053, Aluminum Co. of Amer. 
ica vs. New York Central et al. Complaints dismissed upop 
complainants’ request. 

No. 21041, The City of Miami, Inc., Dade County, Fia., ys. 
Atlantic Coast Line et alk Wm. P. McDonald Construction (po. 
permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 6960, Application of Canton & Carthage Rail. 
road for certificate to construct a line between Canton and 
Carthage, Miss., and for authority to issue stock and notes. 
J. L. McMillan et al. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21031, Sub. 1, Arkansas Railroad Commission vs. Santa 
Fe et al. Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators’ Ass’n per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 21031. Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. Santa 
Fe et al. Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators’ Ass’n per- 
mitted to intervene. 


No. 21030, State Docks Commission et al. vs. Gulf, Mobile 
& Northern et al. Baton Rouge Chamber of Commerce, The 
Pensacola Chamber of Commerce and New Orleans Joint Traffic 
Bureau permitted to intervene. 


OIL ORDER CREATES CONFUSION 


At the request of the carriers, in which complainants con- 
curred, the Commission has postponed the effective date of its 
order in No. 14953, A. B. A. Independent Oil & Gasoline Co. 
et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. and No. 17001, Manhattan Oil Co. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., from September 29 to December 29. The 
order in the case, dated March 15, was first made effective 
May 29 so as to give the railroads time to check in rates and 
find in what respect they needed fourth section relief to 
enable them to carry out the provisions of the order which 
required them to make rates on petroleum and its products from 
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans., and refinery points in Kansas to destina- 
tions in Nebraska, in accordance with a scale therein prescribed, 
mid-continent origin differentials to be observed. 


The carriers, after working at the fourth section phase of 
the case, found that they would not be able to finish their 
work in time to make the adjustment, so the Commission post- 
poned the date to September 29. In the meantime the com- 
plainants found that the results of the order would not be to 
their satisfaction. They had the cases reopened for further 
hearing, without any change in the effective date. 


A short time ago the carriers found that the obligation to 
observe the origin differentials would result in higher differen- 
tials at the more distant destinations than at the nearer ones, 
a reversal of the usual course following the use of differentials. 
They also found that the differential obligation, as stated in 
the order, would compel them to make rates to many destina- 
tions much below the figures set forth in the scale as reasonable 
maxima to which the decision entitled them. They asked, in 
view of that and in view of the rehearing granted upon petition 
of the complainants, that the effective date be postponed s0 
that they would not be under constraint to undertake the making 
of tariffs in advance of the decision on rehearing. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


The city and county of Denver, Colo., have asked for 4 
certificate of public convenience and necessity authorizing the 
abandonment of a part of the Platte Canon line of the Colorado 
& Southern Railway, a distance of about 19 miles, between 
Waterton and Buffalo, Colo. 

The abandonment of the railroad is made necessary by the 
desire of Denver to build additional storage reservoir capacity 
for its water works system. The attitude of the railroad com- 
pany in respect of the proposed abandonment is not shown in 
the application filed by Denver. 
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H . e 
Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
LT 


VARYING GRAIN PROPORTIONALS 


Carriers having failed to comply with the Commission’s 
decision in No. 17159, Southern Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
association VS. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and cases joined 
with it, the Commission, on further consideration, has issued 
specific orders, effective not later than October 25, requiring 
them to modify their transit rules on grain and grain products, 
so as to make them inapplicable on grain originating in south- 
ern Kansas moving through Kansas City for export through 
gulf ports; and to cancel their varying-proportionals from Kan- 
sas City to gulf ports in so far as they apply in respect of 
srain originating at points in southern Kansas. 

In the original report, 139 I. C. C. 641, dated’ March 5 (see 
Traffic World, March 31, p. 773), the Commission said it would 
jssue no order at that time but expected the carriers, within 
4) days from the service of the report, to modify their tariffs 
in accordance with the findings therein. Chief of the findings 
was that the transit arrangements and the varying proportionals 
peyond Kansas City, if and when applied on grain from south- 
ern Kansas en route to the gulf ports for export, would be un- 
duly prejudicial to the southern Kansas milling interests, which 
prought the complaint, and unduly preferential of Kansas City, 
Atchison, Leavenworth, St. Louis and points grouped therewith. 
Linked with that finding was one that the rates and transit 
arrangements resulted in wasteful transportation. Under the 
rates and arrangement grain from southern Kansas was drawn 
eastward and northward before starting south on its trip to 
the gulf ports for exit from the country. 


The railroads asked for a modification of the findings. The 
Kansas City Board of Trade also asked for changes in them. 
The petitions were denied. Commissioner Brainerd, in a con- 
curring view, expressed the opinion that the Commission should 
have reopened the case. He said that he was authorized to 
say that while Commissioner Farrell did not participate in the 
disposition of the case, he concurred in the view that the case 
should have been reopened. Commissioners Meyer, Lewis, 
McManamy, Taylor and Farrell did not participate in the dis- 
position of the case on further consideration. 


The Commission said that the Kansas City Board of Trade 
contended, among other things, that inasmuch as the Commis- 
sion had failed to find that the varying-proportionals of the 
various lines were unreasonably low in and of themselves, and 
inasmuch as the “balances” of the through rates for the part 
of the haul from Kansas City to the gulf port were substan- 
tially the same whether the grain originated in northern or 
southern Kansas, the lines involved were free to continue the 
publication of varying-proportionals on grain from the entire 
state of Kansas. The Commission pointed out that such a con- 
tention, if sound, would strip the finding of undue prejudice of 
any force. It said the lines maintaining the varying-propor- 
tionals could not escape the force of that finding by attempting 
to divorce their varying-proportionals from the inbound rates 
to Kansas City. It pointed out that the varying-proportionals 
of the lines publishing them were the balances or remainders 
of through rates and as such had to be considered in relation 
to the whole rates. In clarifying its report and in disposing of 
the matter on further consideration, the Commission said: 


In our original report at pages 654-658, we discussed at length 
the practices of certain of defendants in respect of varying-propor- 
tional rates, and at page 672 we found that such practices were not 
unlawful “except that those defendants and any of them must limit 
the application of the varying-proportional rates on traffic to Gulf 
ports to the original territory herein found proper for the accord- 
ance of transit services by the grain-originating lines.’’ 


_ That finding means that the lines maintaining varying-propor- 
tional rates must publish such rates so as to make them applicable 
only in respect of and in connection with inbound rates from the 
territory from which transit at Kansas City or the other points named 
is permitted to be accorded by the grain-originating lines. And this 
is true, also, of situations wherein origin points on the grain-orig- 
inating lines, although located on or north of the main line of the 
Santa Fe, as described, are debarred from transit at Kansas City 
or the other points named because of the fact that traffic from 
them must move through nontransit territory. Stations on the 
Larned and McPherson branches of the Missouri Pacific, and Dodge 
City on the. line of the Rock Island are typical. . . . : 

We accordingly find that varying-proportional rates of the. Chi- 
cago & Alton, Kansas City Southern, St. Louis-San Francisco, and 
the Missouri-Kansas-Texas, if, and as applied in respect of grain 
originating south of the main line of the Santa Fe, as described, or 
originating on or north of said line but moving to Kansas City over 
routes through territory south of said line result and will result in 
undue prejudice to complaining cities and shippers therein located 
and in undue preference of Kansas City and shippers therein located. 


This report also covers five sub-numbers: 


Same vs. Missouri Pacific; Same vs. Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific et al.; Same vs. Kansas City Southern et al.; Same vs. Santa 
Fe; and Same vs. Missouri-Kansas-Texas; also I. & S. 2420, Transit 
at Kansas City, Mo.-Kans., on grain and grain products. 


DRIED PEAS AND SEED RATES 
The Commission, by dicision 4, in No. 20174, Wm. A. Ward 
Seed Co., Inc., vs. Southern Pacific et al., has found unreason- 
able the rates on L. C. L. shipments of dried peas, garden seed 
and onion seed from Sacramento, Calif., to Yankton, S. D., and 
awarded reparation. It found the rates unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded $2.41 on dried peas, and $2.69 on seed. 
The complainant contended the shipments were misrouted, but 

the Commission found the routing not incorrect. 





CRUDE SULPHUR RATES 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20176, York Haven 
Paper Co. vs. Pennsylvania, has found not unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful the rates on crude sulphur, carloads, from 
Baltimore, Md., to York Haven, Pa., except as to the one charged 
between October 12, 1925, and June 20, 1926. It found the rate 
between the dates mentioned unreasonable to the extent it ex- 
ceeded 14 cents, and awarded reparation to that basis. 


CONTRACTOR OUTFIT RATE 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 20198 Cameron, 
Joyce & Co. vs. St. Louis & Hannibal et al., the Commission, 
by division 4, finding applicable and not unreasonable the rate 
charged on five carloads of miscellaneous equipment and ma- 
terial billed at contractor’s outfits, from Xenia, Ill., to Frank- 
ford, Me., in June, 1926. 


CAST IRON RADIATOR RATES 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20228, 
I. E. Dunn et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., finding the applicable rate 
on cast iron radiators and steel heating boilers, in mixed Car- 
loads, from Kansas City, Mo., to Elida, N. M., not unreasonable. 
The Commission found undercharges, which it directed the car- 
riers to collect. 





LUMBER FROM PACIFIC COAST 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 18151, California 
White and Sugar Pine Manufacturers’ Association vs. Santa Fe 
et al., has found not unduly prejudicial the rates on lumber and 
products, from the California coast and the Hawley-Truckee 
groups to destinations in southern territory. It has found rea- 
sonable the joint rates offered by the defendants in satisfaction 
of the complaint. The combination basis offered to destinations 
in Florida south of the Jacksonville-River Junction-Pensacola 
line, the Commission found out of line with those proposed to 
the remainder of southern territory and relatively unreasonable. 
The Commission said it was its view that as defendants pro- 
posed to group all the other destinations in southern territory 
they should also group these destinations and that a just and 
reasonable rate to such group would be 99 cents. The Commis- 
sion said it would issue no order, but that the defendants would 
be expected to establish, within 90 days, joint rates no higher 
than those found just and reasonable and to destinations west 
of the proposed 78-cent group joint rates properly related to 
the rate to that group and to the rate to the Mississippi River. 


LIVE POULTRY RATES 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 19994, George M. 
Brooks & Co. et al. vs. Illinois Central et al., has found not unrea- 
sonable in the past, but unreasonable for the future, the third 
class rates on live poultry, carloads, from points in Illinois, 
Kentucky and Tennessee, to New Orleans, La., to the extent 
that they exceed 65 per cent of the first class rate contempo- 
raneously in effect from and to the same points. Rates on the 
new basis are to be established not later than October 5. The 
points of origin are Brookport, Golconda and Metropolis, II1.; 
Clinton, Fulton, Hazel, Hickman, Mayfield and Wingo, Ky.; 
and Dyersburg, Greenfield, Henderson, Humboldt, Martin, Milan, 
Obion, Paris, Rutherford, Trimble and Union City, Tenn. The 
Commission further found that for the future it would be 
unreasonable for the defendants not to accord the same free 
transportation to caretakers accompanying the shipments as 
was accorded in similar situations by the southwestern lines. 


CAR MATERIAL RATES 


The Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 3061, rail- 
way car material between pots in Illinois classification terri- 
tory, has found justified, in part, schedules proposing to cancel 
rates on railway car materials, carloads, minimum 80,000 pounds, 
from Chicago, Ill., and points taking the same rates, and from 
Mt. Vernon, IIl., to specified destinations, in Illinois, Iowa, and 
Missouri. It has directed the cancellation of the suspended 
schedules, without prejudice, however, to the filing of new 
ones in conformity with the views expressed. The finding of 
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justification is limited to the provisions eliminating from the 
car material rate list, car bars, plates, and shapes. The finding 
disapproves the proposal to cancel the application of the car 
material rates to car wheels and car axles. The Commission 
said that so far as bars and plates were concerned, there was 
no essential difference between bars and plates used by the 
car manufacturers and those used in other industries. The 
Commission said that the terms used would not differentiate 
car bars and car plates from other bars and plates and that, 
therefore, it would not be practicable to apply a different rate 
on the plates and bars used by car manufacturers without re- 
gard to the use to which they were to be put. 

Commissioner Porter dissented. He said he did not believe 
the increased rates had been justified and that, therefore, the 
schedules should be cancelled in their entirety. 


REFRIGERATION CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19786, 
Arnold Fruit Co., Inc., et al. vs. Burlington, finding not un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful the refrigeration charges on 
vegetables, including cabbage or tomatoes, in mixed carloads, 
from Colorado to points in Florida. 


ACROSS LAKE RAG RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 18623, 
Waite Carpet Co. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., finding 
the rates charged on rags, in bales, in less than carloads, from 
Akron and *Youngstown, O., to Oshkosh, Wis., applicable. 

This report also covers a sub-number under the title com- 
plaint, Same vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al. As to 
the rate on rags in bales, in carloads, from Barberton, Akron 
and East Akron, O., to Oshkosh, involved in the sub-number, 
the Commission found it unreasonable, but not unduly preju- 
dicial, awarded reparation, and prescribed alternative rates to 
be made effective not later than October 6. It ordered the 
establishment of a new basis from Barberton, Akron and East 
Akron to Oshkosh, as follows: Rates which shall not exceed 
the basis of either a combination rate of 28.5 cents per 100 
pounds, minimum 30,000 pounds, or a combination of 31 cents 
composed of factors of 24 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds, and 
7 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

The case was one involving tariff interpretation and was 
akin to Borden Co. vs. Ann Arbor, 100 I. C. C. 153. In that 
ease the Commission found a proportional rate to be an inter- 
mediate one within the meaning of section 4 andi that a joint 
rate which exceeded the combination made with the use of 
that proportional was in violation of the fourth section. The 
Commission said it reached the same conclusion here. It said 
that the carriers made no effort to justify joint through charges 
in excess of the aggregate of available intermediate charges, 
and that that condition was still present. It said defendants 
would be expected to remedy the situation by immediate re- 
vision of their tariffs. 

Commissioner Eastman said he concurred in the conclusion 
reached in No. 18623 only because constrained to do so by the 
decision of the entire Commission in Forbes & Sons Piano Co. 
vs. Alabama Great Southern, 101 I. C. C. 74, 118 I. C. C. 185, 
and a more recent decision which has not yet been given a 
volume and page number. The Forbes case is one of those 
in which the Commission changed, as dissenting Commissioners 
—* attitude in respect of the intermediate point application 
rule. 





IRON PIPE CASE BARRED 

The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20129, 
Prairie Oil & Gas Co. vs. Big Four et al., finding that the com- 
plaint alleging the misrouting of a carload of wrought iron pipe 
from McKeesport, Pa., to Henryetta, Okla., was barred by the 
statute of limitations. 






GAS OIL REPARATION 


A finding of unreasonableness and an award of reparation 
have been made in No. 20111, Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al. 
vs. Midland Valley et al., as to the rate on petroleum gas oil, 
carloads, from Barnsdall, Okla., to Louisville, Ky. The Com- 
mission, by division 4, found that it was unreasonable to the 
extent it exceeded 37 cents and awarded reparation on about 
60 carloads shipped in September, 1925. 


CAST IRON PIPE RATE 

The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20173, 
City of Roswell, N. M., vs. Santa Fe et al., finding the rate 
charged on cast iron pipe, from Birmingham and Bessemer, Ala., 
to Roswell, N. M., in 1926 and 1927, not unreasonable. The 
finding is as to rates in the past. The Commission found it 
inadvisable to make any finding as to the future, because, while 
such rates were not within the scope of the Consolidated South- 
western Cases, the rates to New Mexico would be affected by 
whatever might be done as a result of the rehearing in the 
Consolidated Cases. It said that if the pipe rates originally 
prescribed in the southwestern proceedings were revised sub- 
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stantially, complainant might again bring to its attentioy for 
appropriate consideration the matter of a rate for the future 
to Roswell. 


METAL LATHING RATE 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20069, Day Builders 
Supply Co., Inc., vs. New York Central et al., has found Untes. 
sonable the rate charged on a mixed carload of expanded Metal 
lathing, steel channels, and steel bars from Youngstown, 0, to 
Alexandria, La., and awarded reparation. It found the rate u- 
reasonable to the extent it exceeded 89 cents, which rate became 
effective on July 8, in accordance with the order in the Con. 
solidated Southwestern Cases. 


EMPTY TIN CAN CHARGES 
An order of dismissal has been made in No. 20013, ¢ 4 
Musselman Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. the Commission, }, 
division 4, finding not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial th 
charges collected and minimum weights provided in connectio, 
with rates on empty tin cans from Baltimore, Md., to Gardner; 
and Biglerville, Pa., and Inwood, W. Va. 


LUMBER RATES APPLICABLE 


Dismissal of No. 20310, Frost & Davis Lumber Co. et al, ys. 
Atlantic City Railroad et al., has been made, the Commission, 
by division 4, finding applicable the rates charged on lumber, 
from Avera, Blodgett, Bothwell, Laurel, Philadelphia, Piave, ang 
Walnut Grove, Miss., to Washington, D. C., Philadelphia, Pa, 
and other destinations in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 


FENCE POST RATE. 


A finding of unreasonableness, an award of reparation, and 
an order directing the establishment of a new rate, not later 
than October 6, have been made in No. 20153, J. J. Kilpatrick 
vs. Santa Fe et al., as to the rate on fence posts, carloads, 
from Trout Spur, Tex., to Darrouzett, Tex., over an interstate 
route. The Commission, by division 4, found the rate unreason- 
able to the extent it exceeded 41.5 cents and that it would be 
unreasonable for the future to the extent it might exceed 385 
cents. The last mentioned rate was prescribed for the future. 


LOG ORIGIN TERRITORY 


The Commission, by division 2, in No. 18307, Marvil Package 
Co. vs. Norfolk Southern et al., on reconsideration, has limited 
the origin territory from which the rates on logs, from points 
in North Carolina and Virginia to Pocomoke, Md., Laurel, Del. 
and Vineland, Bridgeton, and Millville, N. J., are to be published 
in accordance with the order in 140 I. C. C. 78. The Commission 
reopened the case for reconsideration on its own motion solely 
in respect of the extent of the origin territory from which the 
rates were to be published. It decided that the carriers should 
publish rates from points on and south of the Atlantic Coast 
Line, Norfolk to Suffolk; thence the Seaboard Air Line to Wel- 
don, N. C.; thence Atlantic Coast Line to Goldsboro, N. C.; and 
thence on and north of the Norfolk Southern from Goldsboro 
to Beaufort, N. C., to Pocomoke, Md., Laurel, Del., and Vineland, 
Bridgeton and Millville, N. J., not in excess of 65 per cent of 
the rates contemporaneously applicable from and to the same 
points on lumber, in carloads, not later than October 5. This 
report also covers No. 18569, Vineland Basket Co. et al. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. 











HOLLOW BUILDING TILE 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 19707, Dann-Gerow 
Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L., et al., has found inapplicable the rate 
charged on a carload of hollow building tile from Macon, Ga., 
to St. Petersburg, Fla., and awarded reparation. It found that 
the applicable rate was 20 cents. 


LUMBER COMBINATION RULE 


A finding of non-justification has been made in I. and S. No. 
3097, restriction in combination rule on lumber between Mis- 
souri River territory and points west thereof, as to the proposed 
restriction of the combination rule applicable in connection with 
rates on lumber and articles taking lumber rates or arbitraries 
higher, carloads, between Sioux City, Ia.. Omaha, Neb., Kansas 
City, Mo., and points grouped therewith, and certain stations 
on the Burlington in Nebraska and other states west of the 
Missouri River, which rates are used in constructing combina- 
tions to or from points beyond. The decision was made by 
division 3. 

The Commission said that it was proposed to restrict the 
application of the combination rule so that it would not apply 
where there were joint through rates in effect from the point 
of origin to destinations over “any route” to which the Burling- 
ton was a party. That restriction, the Commission said, would 
necessitate the search of other tariffs in order to ascertain 
whether there were joint rates over any route before it could 
be determined whether the combination rule was or was not 
applicable. That, the Commission said, was undesirable. The 
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carriers declared, said the report, that the proposed restriction 
48 ublished because of their understanding “that certain ship- 
ped were using so-called unauthorized routes over which the 
Pmbination rule was applicable in preference to prescribed 
routes over Which joint rates applied.” 

The Commission said that in Combination Rule for Trans- 
continental Rates, 78 I. C. C. 24, it had before it a similar pro- 
posal and found the suspended schedules not justified. It added 
that no reason appeared for a different conclusion in the instant 
ase jommissioner Taylor, dissenting, said that for the reasons 
stated in his dissenting opinion in Wausau Southern Lumber 
Co. vs. A. G. S., 142 I. C. C. 521, he did not concur in the con- 
clusions reached by the majority in this case. 


MIXED GRAIN PRODUCTS RATES 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20072, Light Grain 
& Milling Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., has found inapplicable the 
rates charged on a mixed carload of wigat fiour, cornmeal, and 
pran, from Turpin, Okla., to Mountainair, N. M. It has found 
that the applicable rate was and is 51 cents. It further found 
the applicable rate unreasonable to the extent it exceeded or 
might exceed 49 cents on wheat flour, and 44 cents on cornmeal 
and bran. It awarded reparation to that basis. 


GRAVEL REPARATION 
The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20011, Marshall-Jack- 
son Co. vs. A. C. L., has found inapplicable the rate on gravel, 
from Montgomery, Ala., to Lakeland, Fla. It found that the 
applicable rate was $3.21 per net ton, directed the refund of 
overcharges, and dismissed the complaint. 





SLACK COAL RATES 


Dismissal of No. 18047, Electric Service Co. vs. Santa Fe, 
has been made, the Commission, by division 4, finding not un- 
reasonable the rates on bituminous slack coal, from Colorado 
producing points to Dodge City, Kan. 


ANTIMONY RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 16516, 
Federafed Metals Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al., finding 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, the rates on antimony, 
in pigs, slabs, or blocks, from New York and other north At- 
lantic ports, including Norfolk and Newport News, to Chicago, 
Ill., and St. Louis, Mo. 


WOODEN HAND-GRIPS AND PLUGS 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 19936, Hudson 
Manufacturing Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al., the Commission, by 
division 4, finding not unreasonable the rate on wooden hand- 
a and plugs, carloads, from Kalkaska, Mich., to Hastings, 
Minn. 


EASTBOUND WIRE RATES 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 19863, New 
York Wire Cloth Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., the Commission, 
by division 3, finding not unreasonable, a rate of 37 cents on 
plain steel wire, carloads, from Cleveland, O., to East York, 
Pa. The finding, however, is without prejudice to a different 
conclusion if such is reached in the Hoch-Smith steel investi- 
gation in which Examiners Bardwell and Faul recently sub- 
mitted a proposed report. 

Complainant asked for a rate of 29 cents, equal to 78 per 
cent of the fifth class rate as a fair one in view of the fact 
that rates on such wire from production points east of York 
ranged from 70 to 84 per cent of the fifth class rate. The 
complainant preferred to buy wire in Cleveland, the report 
said, notwithstanding the higher rate, on account of a slight 
difference in the size of the wire and on account of better 
trade relations. In disposing of the case the Commission said: 


Eastbound rates on steel wire from central territory to trunk- 
line territory are full fifth class. No rates lower than this basis 
are shown of record and the granting of complainant’s request 
would create an exception to the present general level of rates. 
Defendants point out that the rate assailed is part of a large struc- 
— of group rates and give a detailed historical account of this 
sd York-Chicago percentage adjustment. East York is in the 
saltimore destination group and a change in the rate to that point 
would tend to disrupt the entire port differential adjustment. 

Defendants compare the rate of 37 cents with rates generally 
Somewhat higher which apply on iron and steel articles for com- 
ppeume distances in the south. A statement of carload shipments 
. wire consigned on October 26 and 27, 1926, from points in central 
peed +n to destinations in various sections of official classification 
erritory at fifth-class rates indicates that there are many actual 
movements on that basis. 

: Earnings of about 18 mills per ton-mile yielded by the rate of 
rf cents do not appear unreasonable in comparison with earnings 
age rates on other fifth-class commodities of equal or lower value. 
In view of the pending investigation of rates on iron and steel articles 
In official territory, it can not be assumed that the general basis of 
rates on one of those articles is unreasonable when applied to the 
movement from Cleveland to East York because a lower rate hap- 
pene to be maintained to the same destination from a point in another 
erritory, or even because a lower basis is shown, without comparison 
of transportation and other conditions, to be in effect in the reverse 
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direction between the same territories. A group adjustment of the 
extent here under consideration should not be ignored when the issue 
is simply as to the reasonableness of a rate between two selected 
points, each embraced in groups of considerable size. 

Upon this record we find that the rate assailed was not and 
is not unreasonable. The finding is without prejudice to different 
conclusions that may be reached in No. 17000, Rate Structure In- 
vestigation, Part 6, Iron & Steel Articles. The complaint will be 
dismissed. 


GUYANDOT CONSTRUCTION CASE 


The Commission, in finance No. 6067, construction of line 
by Virginian & Western, and the cases joined with it, has post- 
poned the effective date of its certificate permitting the Vir- 
ginian & Western to build an extension of its line in the Guy- 
andot basin, for thirty days from August 23. The postponement 
will enable the commissioners, when they return from their 
vacations, to give more extended consideration to the petition 
of the Chesapeake & Ohio for reconsideration of the record 
made in the fight caused by the applications of the Chesapeake 
& Ohio, the Norfolk & Western and the Virginian for permission 
to build lines that would result in tapping what is said to be 
the largest body of wholly undeveloped coal territory in the 
eastern part, if not in the whole of the United States. 

Decision in favor of the grant of a certificate to the Vir- 
ginian & Western, subsidiary of the Virginian, was made the 
latter part of July, the certificate to be effective thirty days 
after the date of the decision, namely, August 23. The petition 
of the Chesapeake & Ohio, which is also for argument before 
the entire Commission, was filed too late for the commissioners 
to give it much consideration, if any, before they went away 
for the summer vacation. 

The Chesapeake & Ohio takes the position that it, the 
pioneer in that part of the territory, should have been author- 
ized to extend its lines and, even if not authorized, that the 
grantee of the certificate should be required to give the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio trackage rights not only over this extension but 
over any branches thereof. It also thinks the case is so im- 
portant that disposition of it should not be made by a division, 
but by the whole Commission. 


LOUISIANA EXTENSION DENIED 


Examiner Haskell C. Davis, in finance No. 6783, has rec- 
ommended that the Commission find that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity is not shown to require the 
acquisition of a line of railroad and the construction of an 
extension thereto by the Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. 
and Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Railroad & Steamship Co. 
in Lafourche Parish, La., and that the application should be 
denied. The applicants proposed to acquire 1.98 miles of line 
and to construct 1.08 miles of line. The examiner said the 
object of the proposed branch was to reach two sugar fac- 
tories on the Lafourche branch of the Texas & Pacific, which 
intervened in opposition to the application. The Southern Pa- 
cific lines have been using tracks of the T. & P. to serve the 
sugar factories, under what is referred to as a temporary ar- 
rangement. The examiner indicated that the lines should get 
along under the existing arrangement, but said that if the 
T. & P. should hereafter take any steps to cancel or abridge 
the present operating rights enjoyed by the S. P. under the 
existing contract, the applicants should have leave to renew 
their application. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 5201, authorizing 
amendment of lease dated January 5, 1926, between the Tampa North- 
ern R. R. Co. and the Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co., approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 5950, authorizing 
amendment of lease dated January 31, 1927, between the Tampa & 
Gulf Coast R. R. Co. and the Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7020, authorizing the Toledo Term- 
inal R. R. Co. to issue $259,000 of first-mortgage 4% per cent gold 
bonds, said bonds to be sold at not less than 95 per cent of par and 
accrued interest and the proceeds used for applicant’s corporate pur- 
poses, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7069, authorizing the Detroit, To- 
ledo & Ironton R. R. Co. to issue $660,000 of first-mortgage 50-year 
5 per cent gold bonds, to be delivered to Henry Ford in repayment 
of advances for construction, approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 5202, authorizing 
amendment of lease dated January 5, 1926, between the Brooksville 
& Inverness Railway and the Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co., approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 5838, authorizing 
amendment of lease dated August 17, 1927, between the Naples, Sea- 
board & Gulf Railway Company and the Seaboard Air Line Railway 
Company, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7045, authorizing the Old Colony 
Railroad Company to issue not exceeding 9,274 shares of common 
capital stock of the par value of $100 a share, said stock to be sold 
at public auction at not less than par, and the proceeds used to 
reimburse to New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R. Co. for ad- 
vances made to the applicant for capital expenditures, approved. 


SERVICE ORDER VACATED 
The Commission, in Service Order No. 47-A, has vacated 
and set aside Service Order No. 47, dated November 8, 1927. 
The vacated order was issued last November to enable carriers 
in New England to re-route freight in the area affected by the 
floods, chiefly in Vermont. 

























































































GASOLINE TO FAR SOUTHWEST 


Attorney-Examiner George M. Curtis, in No. 19960, Texas 
Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., a sub-number, Same vs. Same, and No. 
20158, Panhandle Oil Co. of Arizona vs. Same, has recommended 
that the Commission find unreasonable the rates on gasoline 
and refined petroleum products, other than fuel oil, from Gates 
and Port Arthur, Tex. and Tulsa, Okla., and points grouped 
therewith to destinations in Arizona and New Mexico, and from 
Wichita Falls, Tex., to Albuquerque, N. M. applicable prior to 
August 6, 1926, and award reparation. Further he said that the 
Commission should find the rates established from and to the 
same points on August 6, 1926, were reasonable for the present 
and future. 

The rates established on August 6, 1926, were those brought 
into operation by the Commission’s decision in Associated Oil 
Co. vs. Arizona Eastern, 112 I. C. C. 350. The effect of the 
proposed finding is to give the complainants reparation to the 
basis of the rates resulting from the Associated case and to 
deny the prayers for rates lower than therein prescribed. 

The Texas Co. complaints alleged the rates, since July 1, 
1925, had been and were unreasonable. 

The Panhandle complaint alleged that the applicable rate 
of 85 cents on refined oils, charged on shipments that moved 
between February 1, 1926, and August 6, 1926, from Wichita 
Falls, Tex., to Albuquerque, N. M., was unreasonable to the 
extent that it exceeded a rate of 80 cents to be reasonable 
in the Associated Oil case. No hearing was held in this case, 
Curtis said, the parties having agreed that they would abide 
by the decision in the title case and the sub-number thereunder. 

An exceptionally large number of oil companies intervened 
in the cases. Mid-continent companies asked for reparation to 
whatever basis might be prescribed in the title case. 

Standard Oil Co., Standard Oil Co. of California, Shell Oil 
Co. of California, Shell Oil Co. of Arizona, Union Oil Co. of 
California and Union Oil Co. of Arizona, with refineries near 
Los Angeles and bulk sales distributing agencies in Arizona, 
objected, the examiner said, to any readjustment of rates that 
would disturb the adjustment between southern California and 
the mid-continent fields. They ship or expect to ship on the 
rates assailed in No. 19516, Arizona Corporation Commission 
vs. Santa Fe, pending, in competition with the Texas Co. 
In that case there is a proposed report recommending that the 
Commission find unreasonable the rates prior and subsequent to 
August 6, 1926, from the southern California refining points to 
the extent they exceeded or may exceed 70 cents to Arizona 
and 80 cents to New Mexico destinations. Curtis said that the 
proposed reductions would be 10 and 13 cents below the rates 
made effective by reason of the Associated Oil Case. 

In this case Curtis said the Texas Co. contended that the 
rates assailed, both those prior to and after the effective date 
of the rates resulting from the Associated Oil case, were un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded 20 per cent of the first 
class scale prescribed in the Consolidated Southwestern cases, 
projected so as to cover distances to New Mexico and Arizona 
points, 4s if those states were in Texas differential territory. 
The Texas Co., Curtis said, asserted that the rates prior to 
August 6, 1926, were prima facie unreasonable and that an 
award of reparation was justified as a minimum on the record 
made in this proceeding. 

In considering the issues of unreasonableness and repara- 
tion, Curtis reviewed such earlier cases as Utah Automobile 
Association vs. Santa Fe et al., 92 I. C. C. 376; White Eagle 
Oil & Refining Co. vs. D. & R. G., 112 I. C. C. 605 and 120 
I. C. C. 166, and Texas Co. vs. Burlington, 101 I. C. C. 734. 

The defendants argued that the Commission, in the Asso- 
ciated case, went thoroughly into the questions presented in 
these complaints and that nothing had been presented warrant- 
ing a further reduction either in this case or in the pending 
case, No. 19516. The examiner said the carriers summarized 
the situation by saying the complainants asked for reductions 
averaging about 29.5 cents, 32.5 cents to the Arizona points and 
26.6 cents to the New Mexico points. Applying the average 
reduction to the traffic of the complainant alone they figured 
a shrinkag in their gross revenue of $199,420, without any likeli- 
hood of any increase in volume of traffic. 

Curtis said the railroads urged that if the reduction were 
made it would be an undue burden upon them within the mean- 
ing of section 15a at a time when heavy losses might reason- 
ably be anticipated from the movement of agricultural com- 
modities at lowered rates. 

The examiner said there was no evidence that there was 
any actual or potential demand for the local consumption of 
California refined petroleum in Texas, or that under reasonable 
rates Texas gasoline could be moved and sold for domestic use 
in California in competition with the oil produced in California. 
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The markets the California interveners were seeking to Main. 
tain, in competition with the complainants, Curtis said, were at 
distributing points in Arizona and New Mexico. The cop. 
plainant, he said, was seeking rates to enable it to maintain 
and increase its market for refined products in New Mexico in 
competition with oils from New Mexico and nearby Colorado 

In speaking of reparation, the examiner said that what 
complainants sought were lower rates for the future than were 
prescribed in the Associated case and reparation to that basis, 
Carriers made the point that there could be no reparation to a 
basis lower than in the Associated case. On that point and jp 
disposing of the case, Curtis said: 


Defendants say that the rates prescribed in the Associated 0jj 
case, and preceding cases were maximum lawful rates both prior 
and subsequent to August 6, 1926, applicable to complainant's ship- 
ments, and that the Commission as an agency of the Congress can 
not ex post facto attach illegality to its findings to provide a basis 
for an award in reparation. They admit that the Commission, hay- 
ing in one decision prescribed a level of reasonable rates for the 
future, may thereafter, upon considering those rates in a second 
or subsequent proceeding, require their reduction. But they assert 
that the Commission having declared the lawful rates, and authorized 
the collection of charges based thereon, can not later conclude that 
the rates so fixed were in fact unlawful when assessed or charged 
or may direct that the carriers that have complied with its orders 
shall divest themselves of, and repay to the shippers, any portion 
of the charges so collected. If this were done the effect would be 
to penalize the carriers for acts done in conformity with existing 
law, and be equivalent to taking from them property which they 
lawfully acquired, without observing due process, but instead by 
ex post facto regulation. The effect of the defendants’ position is, 
that after the Commission has exercised its power to prescribe rea- 
sonable maximum rates in a given proceeding, reparation may not 
be awarded to a lower basis in another proceeding upon a finding 
that the rates voluntarily established by the carriers themselves were 
unreasonable to a greater extent than was found unreasonable in the 
first proceeding. 

It is the unreasonableness of a rate charged that is the basis 
for rate damages. Unreasonableness is a question of fact, and the 
principle of stare decisis does not govern the Commission in the 
fixing of rates. A Commission made rate is not conclusively a just 
and reasonable rate, in the sense that it is not subject to review 
upon the same, or an entirely different record of facts showing it 
to have been more excessive than it was originally found to be in 
a prior proceeding. 

The right to reparaton is not confined to shipments made by 
parties to any given proceeding, but extends to all shipments moving 
under the same circumstances and conditions charged for on the 
basis found to be unlawful by whomsoever made. 

There can be no doubt but that complainants in this proceeding 
upon a proper record may be awarded reparation to the same basis 
as was found to be reasonable in Associated Oil case. The question 
of an award on a lower basis of rates than found to be reasonable 
in the Associated Oil case, rests entirely on a finding that the rates 
assailed herein were unreasonably excessive to a greater extent than 
was found in the former case. The burden is on complainants to sus- 
tain such a finding by pertinent evidence. This they have not done. 

Based upon the record in the instant cases, the Commission should 
find that the rates on gasoline refined oil, and refined petroleum prod- 
ucts other than fuel oil, in carloads, and assailed in No. 19960 and 
No. 19960, Sub-No. 1, and that were applicable between July 9, 1925, 
and August 5, 1926, inclusive, from Gates and Port Arthur, Tex., and 
Tulsa, Okla., and points grouped therewith to destinations in Arizona 
and New Mexico covered by these two complainants were unjust and 
unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded rates established on 
August 6, 1926, by the defendants pursuant to its findings in As- 
sociated Oil Co. vs. A. E. R. R. Co., 112 I. C. C. 350. 

The Commission should further find that the rate of 85 cents per 
100 pounds, applicable on shipments of refined petroleum products, 
in carloads, assailed in No. 20158, that moved from Wichita Falls, 
Tex., to Albuquerque, N. M., between February 1, 1926, and August 
5, 1926, inclusive, was unjust and unreasonable to the extent that 
said rate exceeded 80 cents per 100 pounds. 

The Commission should further find that the rates established 
August 6, 1926, and assailed herein were not and are not unreasonable. 

The Commission should further find that complainants, and the 
Continental Oil Company and the Continental Oil Company of Texas, 
interveners, made shipments as described and paid and bore the 
charges thereon; that they were damaged thereby in the amounts 
of differences between the charges paid and those which would have 
accrued on the basis herein found reasonable for application prior 
to August 6, 1926, and are entitled to reparation with interest. . 

Complainants and interveners should be directed to comply with 
Rule V of the Rules of Practice. No orders for the future are neces- 
sary. , 


LUMBER FROM THE SOUTH 


Attorney-Examiner Arthur R. Mackley, in No. 16383, Adams- 
Bank Lumber Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., I. and 
S. No. 2639, lumber from southeastern territory to northern 
and western points, I. and S. No. 2479, lumber and forest prod- 
ucts between southern points and destinations in Virginia, two 
sub numbers under the title complaint, Same vs. Same and 
Same vs. Same, and No. 18230, Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau 
for Florence Lumber Co. et al. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngs- 
town et al., proposes that the Commission shall allow the car- 
riers to revise their rates on lumber as proposed by them in 
the suspension docket cases and dismiss the complaints. Furth- 
ermore he proposes that the Commission shall interpret its 
findings in North Carolina Pine Association vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line, 85 I. C. C. 270, so as to cut the ground from under the 
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itle complaint, which, as he said, was placed upon an interpreta- 
. n upon the decision mentioned that was not tenable. 

. The primary question in all the formal docket cases cov- 
ered by the report was whether the relationship of rates on 
jumber from Albany, Ga., to points on the Atlantic seaboard 
on the one hand and rates from western Alabama and Missis- 
sippi to the north and east, on the other, was proper. The car- 
riers, in the suspension docket cases propose to narrow the 
spread between what may be called the two sets of rates, one 
of which is in use from points of origin in the eastern part of 
the southern lumber producing section to destinations within the 
sphere of influence of ocean competition, and the other from 
the western part of the southern lumber producing territory 
io seaboard territory and to territory immediately west thereof. 
The traffic from the eastern part of the producing territory 
moves largely through eastern gateways, while the traffic from 
the western part moves largely through Ohio river gateways. 
The routes through the Ohio River gateways curve to the east- 
ward, hence the question of relationship. Mackley summarized 
his proposed findings as follows: 


In No. 16383 rates on lumber and forest products from points in 
northwestern Florida, western Alabama and in Mississippi_to des- 
tinations in Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
West Virginia, New York and the District of Columbia found not 


unreasonable. _— 

In No. 16383, sub-number 1, rates on lumber and forest products 
from the Mississippi Valley and southeastern territories to destinations 
in the so-called mid-eastern mining district of Tennessee, Virginia, 
West Virginia and Kentucky found not unreasonable. 

In No. 16383, sub-number 2, rates on lumber and forest products 
from the Mississippi Valley and southeastern territories to destina- 
tions in the eastern part of central territory, intermediate to eastern 
destinations via Ohio River-gateway routes, found not unreasonable. 

In Investigation & Suspension Docket No. 2639 proposed revision 
of the rates on lumber and forest products from eastern and western 
Alabama to certain of the destinations embraced in the original com- 
plaint in No. 16383 permitted to become effective. 

In Investigation & Suspension Docket No. 2479, proposed re- 
visions of rates on lumber and forest products from Tennessee, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Georgia and Florida to South Carolina, North Caro- 
lina and the Virginia cities and points taking the same rates, and 
points directly intermediate thereto; between South Carolina and 
North Carolina; and between points in the Carolinas and points in 
Virginia intermediate to the Virginia cities permitted to become 
effective. 

In No. 18230 rates on lumber, in carloads, from points in Alabama 
and Mississippi on the Memphis division of the Southern Railway to 
destinations in Illinois and Indiana found not unreasonable. Com- 
plaint dismissed. : 

Findings in North Carolina Pine Assn. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co., 85 
IC. C. 270 (on the interpretation of which the original complaint in 
No. 16383 is largely based) discussed and interpreted. 

This proceeding was heard jointly by the federal Commis- 
sion’s examiner and one member each of the North Carolina, 
Georgia and Alabama commissions, the latter sitting as a com- 
mittee representing the commissions of other states in the origin 
territory affected. 

The assailed rates were those which became effective July 
20, 1924, as a result of North Carolina Pine Association vs. 
A.C. L., 85 I. C. C. 270, known as the North Carolina case. In 
the title case it was alleged the rates from points in north- 
western Florida, western Alabama and in Mississippi to destina- 
tions in Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, the 
Virginias, New York and the District of Columbia were unrea- 
sonable. It asked for rates for the future and reparation on 
the basis of 4 cents per 100 pounds less than the existing rates. 

When the North Carolina case was tried the Commission 
assigned for hearing in connection therewith fourth section ap- 
plications in respect of departures in rates from Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, the Carolinas, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee, 
Mississippi and Louisiana west of the Mississippi to destina- 
ons in the Virginias, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
New York and the District of Columbia. A basis for dealing 
with the departures was set forth in connection with fourth 
section order No. 8843. The carriers, in complying with the 
order in the North Carolina case also revised ‘their rates in 
accordance with criteria laid down in the fourth section order. 
The fourth section phase of the revision covered rates from all 
points in Alabama and Mississippi west thereof, including rates 
from Vicksburg. 

Revised rates from western Alabama and from eastern Ala- 
bama to the east, which are the rates here in issue, reflected 
both increases and reductions, the carriers intending to make 
reasonable gradations. Mackley said the complainants did not 
attack the gradation, or the relation of the rates from Mis- 
Sissippi to those from western Alabama but that they contended 
that the rates from western Alabama and Mississippi were too 
high in comparison with the rates from eastern Alabama and 
Georgia. They pointed to an abrupt break in the differential 
from western over eastern Alabama. The abruptness of that 
break, they contended, served to maintain a rate level from 
a Alabama and Mississippi to the east relatively higher 
than from the remainder of southern territory. 


; At Baltimore, Washington and Philadelphia the differential 
8 0.5 cents against the western part of the southern lumber 
territory. Mackley said the differential ranged up to 10 cents 
at Beach Haven, N. J. At points north and west of the destina- 
tion points mentioned, the differential slides downward, vanish- 
ing at Buffalo, Rochester, Utica, N. Y., and other points. It is 
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one cent at New York City. The complainants, the report said, 
directed their testimony mainly to the differential at Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore and Washington. 

“Complainants’ contention seems to be, in substance,” says 
Mackley, “that if, in respect of Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
the rates prescribed from Albany, Ga., in the North Carolina 
case are reasonable, and the rates established by the carriers 
from eastern Alabama, 2.5 cents higher than from Albany, are 
reasonable, then the rates established by the carriers from 
western Alabama, 5.5 cents higher. than from eastern Alabama, 
must be unreasonable, and the rates from the Mississippi Valley, 
though properly related to the rates from western Alabama, 
must likewise be unreasonable.” 

The carriers contended that the rates from Albany not 
only to Philadelphia and Baltimore, but to other destinations 
on and contiguous to parts of the seaboard, including the points 
where the differential was as high as 10 cents, were too low 
because they reflected the influence of rail and ocean rates; that 
the rates from Albany should not control the measure of the 
rates from western Alabama and Mississippi, where that com- 
petition was not directly met, and from which the routes to 
eastern destinations were largely through the Ohio River gate- 
ways. 

A further argument made by them was that the rates from 
Albany should not control rates from the valley for the reason 
that the Commission, in the North Carolina case, prescribed 
specific rates from Vicksburg on a basis relatively higher than 
those prescribed in that same case from Albany. 

On that point the complainants argued that the rates from 
Vicksburg were established for fourth section purposes and 
were not prescribed as reasonable maxima. 

“Surely the Commission would not, in connection with the 
fourth section applications,’ says Mackley, “prescribe rates from 
Vicksburg to eastern destinations in excess of a maximum rea- 
sonable basis in order that those rates might be applied also at 
directly intermediate points, in many instances for very con- 
siderably shorter hauls. It would hardly violate section one of 
the regulating statute in order to satisfy the requirements of 
section four. Yet the substance of complainants’ contention is 
that the rates from Vicksburg were prescribed solely for that 
very purpose of intermediate application. It must be assumed 
that the Commission prescribed the rates from Vicksburg, as 
well as from Albany, as reasonable maximum rates.” 

Mackley said that if the complainants were wrong. their 
case had to fail, at least in so far as it related to Washington, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia and other points to which the differ- 
ential was most marked. He said the result of an upholding of 
the complainants’ contention would be to tear down the entire 
lumber rate structure. He said the Commission should find 
that in the North Carolina case it prescribed rates from both 
Albany and Vicksburg as reasonable maximum rates, and that 
the rates from Vicksburg could not be viewed as unreasonable 
by comparison with the rates from Albany, or upon the general 
facts of this record. 

In I. and S. No. 2639, the carriers proposed a revision from 
the western and eastern Alabama groups to the points near 
the seaboard where the differentials ranged from 5.5 to 10 cents 
to a uniform differential of 4.5 cents except in the York, Pa., 
group, to which the differential would be 3.5 cents. That nar- 
rowing would be accomplished, Mackley said, by increasing the 
rates from the eastern Alabama group by 1 cent to the Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore -and Washington groups and by 1 and 
2 cents to the southern New Jersey groups. and by 
contemporaneously reducing the rates from the western Ala- 
bama group by amounts ranging from 1 to 5.5 cents to 
the southern New Jersey groups. The carriers said the pro- 
posed rates were offered, not to narrow the differentials but to 
prevent combinations from reducing the joint rates from points 
in the eastern part of the western Alabama group, a situation 
which was discovered soon after the rates published in com- 
pliance with the order in the North Carolina case became effec- 
tive but which they were prevented from correcting by their 
inability to obtain concurrences from eastern carriers. The 
protesting lumber interests asserted that the tariffs were filed 
to bolster up the adjustment complained of in the title case 
and that the only effect of the revision would be to move farther 
east the points at which the combinations cut through the joint - 
rates from western Alabama. 

M&ckley said that the proposed schedules, regardless of 
the dominating reason for their publication, would produce a 
more harmonious grading of the origin groups westward through 
Alabama to Mississippi than obtained and that they should be 
permitted to become effective. 

The purpose of the revision proposed in the tariffs under 
suspension in I. and S. No. 2479, also recommended by Mack- 
ley for approval, was to increase rates to the Virginia cities to 
what the respondents deemed to be a more reasonable basis than 
the present rates, which they viewed as water depressed; to 
eliminate fourth section departures and to provide joint rates 
where they did not exist. The carriers said they regarded the 
rates proposed as a part of the North Carolina case readjust- 
ment. Mackley said the revision proposed material increases to 
the Virginia cities and both increases and reductions at inter- 
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mediate Carolina and Virginia destinations. Mackley said the 
proposed adjustment, as a whole, appeared reasonable and rep- 
resented a marked improvement over the existing basis, or lack 


of definite basis. 


SULPHURIC ACID RATES 


Examiner Harry C. Ames, in No. 20278, rate on sulphuric 
acid from Natrona to Brackenridge, Pa., and No. 17260, Bertha 
Mineral Co. vs. B. & O. (112 I. C. C. 754), reopened, has rec- 
mended that the Commission discontinue the title proceeding on 
a finding that the intrastate rate of 2 cents, on sulphuric acid, 
in tank-car loads, from Natrona to Brackenridge, Pa., estab- 
lished and maintained on the authority of an order issued by 
the Pennsylvania commission, does not result in violations of 


sections 2, 3, 13, or 15-a of the interstate commerce act. He 
also recommended a modification of the findings and order in 


the Bertha Mineral Co. case so as to exclude the movement 
here considered and the denial of the petition of the Penn- 


sylvania for an order requiring it to establish a 5-cent rate, on 
the theory that the 2-cent rate caused a violation of sections 
13 and 15-a. 

Natrona and Brackenridge, for the purposes of this case, are 
but 2,500 feet apart. 
sion, they are within 2,200 feet of each other. They are in the 
Pittsburgh industrial district. At Natrona a salt company pro- 
duces sulphuric acid. At Brackenridge a steel company uses 
it. The movement is wholly over an industrial track, a simple 
switching movement, Ames called it. Sometimes the West Penn 
Steel Company, the user of the acid, performs the whole serv- 
ice with its own power, but the 2-cent rate is paid. 

The 5-cent rate is the minimum established by the Commis- 
sion when, in the Bertha Mineral Company case, it prescribed 
a scale on sulphuric acid for use in that part of the country. 
The Pennsylvania contended that in the Bertha case the Com- 
mission handled a thirteenth section matter, although division 
4, in its report, said that no thirteenth section matter was 
prosecuted. The Pnnsylvania contended that the order requir- 
ing a relationship of rates showed ,that the thirteenth section 
phase was involved. Ames pointed out that the scale prescribed 
was for the making of interstate rates and that when the fed- 
eral body desires to condemn state rates it finds undue prejudice 
and unjust discrimination and directs their removal by the 
establishment of intrastate rates as well as interstate rates. 

Ames said the petitioner had made estimates of loss of 
revenue which would result from compliance with the state 
commission’s order. But, he said, those estimates were based 
upon the premise that it would be necessary, in view of the 
order in the Bertha Mineral case, to make reductions in the 
rates therein prescribed to comply with the Commission’s order 
under section 3. He said those fears might and should be set 
at rest by a modification of the findings and order in that case 
excepting the movement herein considered. He said there was 
no showing of undue prejudice as between persons or localities 
such as was needed under section 13, or unjust discrimination 
against interstate commerce itself. 


SALT CAKE RATES 


Examiner Paul A. Colvin has proposed the dismissal of No. 
20107, Advance Bag & Paper Co., Inc., vs. Central of New Jersey 
et al., on a finding that the rates on salt cake, in carloads, from 
Everett and South Wilmington, Mass., and Jersey City, N. J., 
to Howland, Me., are not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


WOOLEN PIECE GOODS RATES 


Dismissal of No. 20059, Cleveland Worsted Mills Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. has been proposed by Examiner Jesse C. 
Harraman, on a finding that the rates on woolen piece goods, 
from Ravenna, O., to New York, N. Y., are not unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory or unduly prejudicial. 


REPARATION ORDERS ON COAL 


Attorney-Examiner George M. Curtis, in No. 11218, Wilbur 
Lumber Co. et al. vs. Director-General et al., No. 10245, Wilbur 
Lumber Co. et al. vs. Director-General et al., and No. 11230, 
F. C. Mintzlaff et al. vs. Director-General et al., has proposed 
the correction of erroneous awards of reparation, on account 
of unreasonable rates on coal, from mines in Indiana and Illinois 
to points in Illinois and Wisconsin, including those on intrastate 
movements in Illinois in the federal control period, made in 
the original report, 73 I. C. C. 152, dated February 8, 1926. The 
complainants objected to reopening of the cases because the 
awards had been made the basis for suits in the federal court 
for the northern district of Illinois. They claimed that if there 
were errors in the awards the could could correct them. The 
Director-General claimed that the awards were not within the 
limitations of the complaints, issues and findings in the original 
report; also that, as to some phases of the cases, he never 
had heard of them until the awards were made. He admitted 
liability for some sums, smaller than the awards, and denied 
liability as to some. Curtis says, in substance, that the de- 





According to the Pennsylvania commis- 
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fendant’s claims are based on solid ground and recommende4 
smaller awards. The award to Poehlman Brothers Co., he said 
should be reduced from $7,163.21 to $807.09. That was ty. 
largest award and will so continue even if Curtis’ report i 
adopted. 


REPARATION ON ANTHRACITE 


Examiner Philip S. Peyser, in a proposed report on further 
hearing in No. 15012, Richmond County Coal Merchants’ Asso. 
ciation et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has recommengdeg 
awards of reparation in specific amounts on shipments ¢ 
anthracite coal from Pennsylvania mine regions to Statey 
Island, N. Y., in accordance with previous findings in 1011, ¢ Cc 
154. 


RATE ON BOXED APPLES 


Dismissal has been recommended by Examiner John Dayey 
in No. 19857, Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Great Norther 
et al., on a finding that a joint commodity rate of $1.50 charged 
on boxed apples, carloads, from Leavenworth, Wash., to Mj. 
waukee, Wis., was not unreasonable or in violation of section 
4 of the act. 


CALCINED PETROLEUM COKE 


Examiner Paul A. Colvin, in No. 20566, United States Gyq. 
phite Co. vs. Pittsburg, Shawmut & Northern et al., and a sup 
number thereunder, Same vs. Lehigh Valley et al., has recon. 
mended dismissal of the complaints on a finding that rates on 
calcined petroleum coke from Kaulmont, Pa., and Bayonne. 
N. J., to Saginaw, Mich., were not and are not unreasonable. 


RATES ON DRIED FIGS AND DATES 


Examiner Philip S. Peyser, in No. 20171, Loose-Wiles Bis. 
cuit Co. vs. Eastern Steamship Lines, Inc., et al., embracing 
also a sub number, National Biscuit Co. vs. B. & O. et al., and 
No. 20623, Cartan & Jeffrey Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. has 
recommended dismissal of the complaints on findings that rat. 
ings in official, southern and western classifications, on dried 
figs, in bulk, in bags, in carloads, and rates from New York, 
N. Y., were not unreasonable and that rates on dried dates, in 
bulk, in barrels or boxes, in straight carloads and mixed with 
dried figs, from New York and related points to Omaha, Neb, 
were not unreasonable. 


RATES ON FRAMES 


In No. 20366, Hurd Lumber Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al., Ex 
aminer L. A. Pyle has recommended that rates on door and 
window frames, k. d., with or without pulleys, in carloads, from 
Medford, Wis., to official classification territory be found unrea- 
sonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent they exceeded, 
exceed or may exceed the rates contemporaneously in effect 
from and to the same points on lumber, and that reparation 
be awarded. 


RATE ON OIL TAR 


Examiner John Davey, in No. 20514, Barrett Co. vs. Erie 
et al., has recommended that the Commission find unreasonable 
the rate on oil tar, carloads, from Paterson, N. J., to Philadelphia, 
Pa., to the extent it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 15 cents, 
and award reparation. 


RATES ON ASPHALT ROCK 


In No. 20102, John J. Quinn Co., Inc., vs. A. B. & A. et al. 
embracing also two sub numbers, County Commissioners of 
Volusia county, Fla., vs. Same, and R. G. Lassiter & Co. vs. 
Same, Examiner A. E. Later has recommended that the Com- 
mission find unreasonable rates on bituminous asphalt rock 
from Bowling Green, Ky., to points in Florida on the Florida 
East Coast to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 
12.5 per cent of the present first-class rates from Bowling Green 
to the points on the Florida East Coast in Florida here con 
sidered, established in accordance with the Southern Class Rate 
revision, and award reparation. 


INTERMEDIATE RULE, WIRE NAILS 

Attorney-Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 20612, Kokomo 
Steel and Wire Co. vs. Michigan Central et al., has proposed 
disposition of the case in hand by the addition of a few para- 
graphs to his proposed report in No. 20338, American Asphalt 
Roof Corporation et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. (See Traffic World, 
August 4, p. 259). Disque proposes the dismissal of this case, 
saying it is very similar to No. 20335, Mid-West Box Co. VS. 
Michigan Central et al., one of the large number of cases 
joined with the American Asphalt Roof Corporation case. Disque 
proposed the dismissal of all the cases with which he now de 
sires to join this one. 

The instant case assails the rate charged on nine carloads 
of wire nails, fencing, steel fence posts and fasteners, three 
of which were shipped from Kokomo, Ind., to Chicago, IIl., and 
six from Chicago Heights, Ill., to Kokomo between January 5 and 
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september 13, 1924. The fifth class rate of 21.5 cents was 
Pe etetnent contended that a commodity rate of 13 cents, 
specifically published from Hoopeston, Ill., to Chicago and from 
Chicago Heights to Hoopeston, should have been charged, claim- 
ing that the rate was applicable via Kokomo and that, under the 
intermediate point application rule it was the legal rate on the 
shipments in question. 

Disque said that the short line distance between Hoopeston 
and Chicago was about 99 miles while the distance via Kokomo 
was about 256 miles. He said that except for switching by the 
Burlington at the point of delivery at Chicago on two of the 
shipments the movement was wholly over the Nickel Plate. 
From Chicago Heights, he said, the movement was over the 
Michigan Central to Michigan City and thence over the Nickel 


Plate. 


IMPORT RATES ON WOOL 


Dismissal has been recommended by Examiner Jesse C. Har- 
raman in No. 20459, James Lees & Sons Co. vs. Reading, on a 
finding that import rates on wool, from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
Bridgeport, Pa., are not unjust, unreasonable, or unduly preju- 


dicial. 


PLASTER AND PLASTER PRODUCTS 

Examiner Harris Fleming, in No. 20110, Blue Diamond Co. 
vs. Western Pacific et al., has recommended that rates on plaster 
and plaster products, from Los Angeles, Calif., to destinations 
on the Southern Pacific in Oregon be found not unreasonable 
but unduly prejudcial and that the undue prejudice be ordered 
removed. He said the Commission should find that the rates 
assailed to Portland and intermediate points were not unrea- 
sonable but compared with rates contemporaneously maintained 
on like traffic to the same destinations from Gerlach and Ludwig, 
Nev., unduly prejudicial to complainant at Los Angeles and 
unduly preferential of such Nevada points; also that the undue 
prejudice would be removed by the maintenance of rates on 
such traffic from Los Angeles to those destinations, based on 
a carload minimum of 80,000 pounds, not more than 7 cents per 
100 pounds in excess of the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained to the same destinations from such competitive Nevada 
points. He said the testimony respecting the rates from Nevada 
points to Southern Pacific branch line points in Oregon was too 
meager to warrant a finding that the relative adjustment of 
those rates and the rates to such destinations from Los Angeles 
resulted in undue prejudice to complainant, but that defendants 
would be expected to remove also any undue prejudice occa- 
sioned by that adjustment. No. basis was afforded for an award 
of reparation, said the examiner. 


VIRGINIA LINE PROPOSED 


Examiner Thomas F. Sullivan, in finance Nos. 6706 and 
6811, has recommended that the Prince George & Chesterfield 
Railway be authorized to build a line about 16 miles long from 
a connection with the Seaboard Air Line at Bellwood to Hope- 
well, Va., with yard tracks, sidings, etc., to serve industries in 
the Hopewell district, and that acquisition by the Seaboard of 
control of the Prince George & Chesterfield, by lease and by 
purchase of capital stock, be authorized. The Norfolk & West- 
ern intervened in opposition. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 18773, Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau for the Compound 
& Pyrono Door Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. Defendants 
have asked for postponement of effective date of order or for 
leave to publish rates on short notice. 

No. 16707, Eastern Shore of Virginia Produce Exchange vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. Complainant has asked for reargument. 

No. 15823, Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs, Chicago & 
North Western. Interveners, Minneapolis Traffic Association, 
have asked for postponement of effective date of order, and re- 
argument and reconsideration by entire Commission. 

No. 19328, Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al. Wisconsin Paper & Pulp 
Mfers. Traffic Association has asked for correction of the Com- 
mission’s order. 

No. 18811 (and Sub. 1), Texas Pacific Coal and Oil Co. 
vs. Santa Fe et al. The Independent Oil and Gas Co. asks per- 
Iiission to intervene. 

No. 17224, and related cases, Wausau Southern Lumber Co. 
vs. Alabama Great Southern et al. Chesapeake & Ohio asks for 
modification of report of Commission, 142 I. C. C. 521, seeking 
only to correct an error in the finding. 

No. 14831, Winding Gulf Colliery Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio 
et al, and No. 14498, Ragland Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al. 
Defendants have asked for reargument. 

No. 19915, M. H. Kilpatrick vs. New York, Chicago & St. 
Leuis. Complainant has asked for reconsideration of decision 
therein or for reargument before entire Commission. 

No. 16939, Railroad Commission of State of Florida vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. (and cases grouped therewith). 
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Western Trunk Line defendants have asked for postponement 
of effective date of the order and for a reopening and rehearing 
or reargument and reconsideration. 

I. and S. No. 2595 and related cases, meats and packing- 
house products to, from and between southwestern and western 
trunk line points. Southwestern lines, respondents, have asked 
for modification of Commission’s report and findings, concern- 
ing the rates on meats and packing-house products, lard sub- 
stitutes and vegetable cooking oils. 

No. 18911, Edgerton Manufacturing Co. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al. Complainant has asked for reopening, rehear- 
ing, reargument before entire Commissioon and/or redecision. 

No. 15225, Board of Railway Commissioners of Iowa vs. 
Central Railroad of New Jersey et al. Defendants have asked 
for postponement of effective date of Commission’s order, re- 
opening of the case and rehearing. 

No. 16845, and related cases, Iola Cement Traffic Association 
et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al. Defendants, through 
F. A. Leland, have asked for postponement of effective date of 
orders entered; also fourth section order No. 9869, until 
January 28, 1929. 

No. 15823, Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. Chicago & 
North Western. Interveners, Minneapolis Traffic Association, 
have asked for postponement of effective date of order, and 
reargument and reconsideration by entire Commission. 

No. 15912, the Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. 
Ahnapee & Western et al., and cases grouped therewith. De- 
fendants have asked for reargument and reconsideration by 
entire Commission. 

No. 19694 (and Sub. 1), St. Regis Paper Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al. Defendants have asked for consolidation of pending 
cases with newsprint rate investigation, docket 21095. 

No. 9702 (and associated cases), Memphis southwestern in- 
vestigation. Missouri Pacific, St. Louis Southwestern and St. 
Louis-San Francisco have asked for rehearing and amendment 
of orders entered therein. 

No. 18490, Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Complainants have asked for reopening and reargument. 

No. 17573, Charles A. Krause Milling Co. vs. Baltimore & 
Ohio et al. Complainant has asked for reconsideration by entire 
Commission. 


GUYANDOT COAL LINES 


The Chesapeake & Ohio, in finance Nos. 4818, 5161, and 
6067, in which the Commission, by division 4, granted appli- 
cations of Guyandot & Tug River, subsidiary of the Norfolk & 
Western, and of the Virginian & Western, subsidiary of the 
Virginian, for authority to build lines in the Guyandot basin of 
West Virginia, and denied the application of the C. & O. for 
authority to build therein, has asked for reargument before 
the entire Commission. (See Traffic World, Aug. 11, p. 318.) 

The C. & O. says the application of the Virginian should 
be denied, but that the rights and equities of the Virginian 
should be protected by a grant of trackage rights, as provided 
for in the Chesapeake’s plan; that its application should be 
granted, and that the application of the Norfolk & Western 
should be denied in its entirety. It says that even if the ap- 
plication of the Virginian should be granted, the Chesapeake 
should, at the very least, be granted trackage for the movement 
of through business, and the right to serve for westbound move- 
ment all mines on the proposed line and all future branches 
thereof. 


HOCH-SMITH GRAIN 


Hearings in the Hoch-Smith grain investigation, begun by 
Commissioner Meyer and Examiners Mackley and Hall in the 
middle of May, will soon be completed. The examiners began 
what was expected to be the closing section of the testimony 
part of the case at Los Angeles, Calif., in the middle of August. 
Commissioner Meyer was engaged in that work for three months 
steadily, returning to Washington, however, instead of going on to 
Los Angeles. 

At the conclusion of the Portland, Ore., hearing Commis- 
sioner Meyer said that unless different notice was given at 
the conclusion of the hearing at Los Angeles the date for all 
first briefs would be November 1 and that the date for all 
reply briefs would be December 31. Objections were raised to 
these dates on the ground of inadequacy of time to study the 
huge record which had been accumulated as a result of the 
hearings, approximating at that time something like 45,000 
pages, with nearly 2,000 exhibits. The commissioner advised 
interested parties to submit to him letters and memorandums 
expressing their views regarding the suggested dates. 

He also said that he would confer with his associates in 
Washington on the subject. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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OCEAN FREIGHT RATES 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo rates have maintained their gains during the last 
week and have extended increases in some instances. Brokers 
expect further substantial volume of business for the fall, 
though they do not believe any sharp upward trend is to be 
anticipated. The rate on heavy grain from Montreal to Ant- 
werp-Rotterdam was established on the basis of 13 cents a 100 
pounds; shipowners attempted, but without success, to raise 
this to the 13% cent level. The number of fixtures showed a 
material increase over previous figures, aggregating 39 in all, 
of which 20 ships were fixed in this market and 19 abroad. 


The current range of heavy grain rates is as follows: From 
Montreal for September loading, 3s to 3s 38d to the United 
Kingdom, 13 cents to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 14 cents to Hamburg- 
Bremen, 16% to 17 cents to the Mediterranean; for October 
loading, 3s 3d to 3s 6d to the United Kingdom, 14% to 15 cents 
to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 15% to 16 cents to Hamburg-Bremen, 
17% to 18 cents to the Mediterranean; for November loading, 
3s 6d to the United Kingdom, 16 cents to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 
17 cents to Hamburg-Bremen, and 19 cents to the Mediterranean. 


In the coal trade, the fixture of vessels from Hampton Roads 
to the River Plate at $3.40 a ton represented an advance of 
15 cents above previous charters. Additional shipments can 
probably be closed at about $3.35 a ton. Shippers are offering 
$2.35 a ton to west Italy. 

The lumber trade reveals a material advance in rates, with 
only a limited number of vessels available. Shippers are offer- 
ing $15 a thousand feet in comparison with $13.50 a month ago, 
without attracting interest among shipowners. 

According to present indications, demand in the full cargo 
trades is slightly stronger than the supply. Further advances 
in rates, however, would attract additional vessels in ballast 
and thus restore the equilibrium. For this reason shippers do 
not look for a runaway market. 

Consul Steger at Corinto advises the Department of Com- 
merce that all conference liners have announced an advance 
of 25 per cent in freight rates to Corinto from foreign ports, 
effective August 1, because of the heavy port dues charged at 
the port. 

The July index number of tramp shipping freight prepared 
by “Lloyd’s List” shows an average rise of 2.43 per cent for 
the month. Individual trade gains were: Europe, 2.94 per cent; 
North America, 3.33 per cent; South America, 3.95 per cent; 
Pacific and Australasia, 4.11 per cent. A decline of 1.96 per 
cent was shown in the East Indies and African trade. The 
current figure, it is stated, is about 5.5 per cent lower than a 
year ago. - 

Venezuela rate changes: A reduction of 25 per cent in 
the ocean rates from New York to La-Guaira, Puerto Cabello 
and Maracaibo has been made on the following commodities: 


Automobiles, auto trucks, barb wire, bolts, iron or steel, calcium 
carbide, chassis, automobiles and trucks; flour in bags and barrels; 
iron and steel, i. e., bars, up to 35 feet in length (if over 35 feet add 
20 per cent); rails and fittings, not exceeding 35 feet; rails over 35 
feet to 45 feet (if over 45 feet add 20 per cent); rivets, bolts and nuts 
(structural), screws, iron, shoots, galvanized in bundles, spikes, 
staples, structural, I-beams, shapes, columns, angles, etc., up to 35 
feet in length (if over 35 feet add 20 per cent). 

Switches, railroad, set up, curved, or straight, tin plates and 
sheets, tracks, portable, railroad, set up; washers, iron or steel; wire, 
barbed; wire, plain or galvanized; motor trucks, nails; railroad ma- 
terial, N. O. S.; rivets, iron or steel; screws, iron or steel; sheets 
galvanized in bundles; spikes, staples, tin plate, trucks, motor, truck 
bodies, truck cabs; washers, iron or steel; wire, barbed and wire, 
plain or galvanized. 


Dutch East Indies: Effective August 11, rate on arsenate 
.of lead was advanced from $15 to $18 per ton of 2,240 pounds 
or 40 cubic feet, ship’s option. 

River Plate and Brazil Conference changes effective Au- 
gust 21. 

Brazil: Malt, rate of $8 per ton weight on freight steamers 
and $9 per ton weight on passenger steamers that was to be- 
come effective on January 1, 1929, has been changed to become 
effective October 1, 1928. Safety cartridges reduced from 
double first class’ to first class. Street marking machinery, ap- 
ply machinery rates. Car jacks, railway, apply machinery rate. 

River Plate: Street marking machinery and car jacks ap- 
ply machinery rate. 

Far East: The Far East Conference announces the follow- 
ing changes, effective August 8, except as noted: 


Aniline oil $30 per ton w/m. Calcium chloride $10 per ton w/m. 
Cotton linters, cotton seed hull pulp $17 per ton wt., when compressed 
to 90 feet density excess add 10 cents per foot. Dye stuffs N. O. S. 
changed to dye stuff non-hazardous N. O. S. (effective July 30). 
Dried fish $10 per ton w/m. 


Plans for the reorganization of the Gulf Intercoastal Con- 
ference, or a similar rate-making agreement between lines in 
the trade, approached consummation this week. It is under- 
stood that a definite outline of the new agreement was drawn 
up and is being considered seriously by the lines. 

The Transmarine Lines, which recently announced that they 
would confine their Gulf intercoastal service between the port 
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of Mobile and Pacific coast, are not participating in the Lew 
negotiations. The parleys, it is understood, are entirely between 
the Gulf-Pacific and Luckenbach lines. The Redwood Line, th. 
fourth steamship service operating in the section, is said to be 
in the process of reformation and is not taking an active pay 
in the attempt to reestablish the conference. j 

Recent rumors had it that the Redwood Line, together wit, 
the entire holding of the Finkbine-Guild Lumber Company, o¥p. 
ers of the steamship service, had been sold to a southern lumber 
corporation. Confirmation of this report was unattainable froy 
local representatives of the organization. 

However, it is believed that an attempt is being made py 
the line to get out from under the jurisdiction of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, to which it became subjected when jt 
issued a joint through tariff in collaboration with the Illinojs 
Central Railroad. It has been pointed out that the dissolutiog 
of the Redwood Line would automatically nullify this tari. 
Reincorporation of the line might enable continuance of the 
service outside the pale of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 

Intercoastal Conference enthusiasts predict that the soly. 
tion to present disturbed Gulf situation will be effected with 
the consolidation of the Gulf lines into the intercoastal pact, 
A plan has been suggested whereby the Gulf and Atlantic-Pacific 
coast carriers would be brought into harmonious accord under 
one conference head. Zoning of freight territory, allocation of 
ports of call and the establishment of non-competitive rates 
is believed to be one of the solutions of the existing differences 
between the two trades. 

This question will be taken up at the coming meeting of 
the Intercoastal Conference at White Sulphur Springs, W. Va, 
September 17. Eastern shipping authorities have voiced the 
opinion that the stabilization of both trades could be brought 
about through governmental control. On the Pacific coast the 
consensus is that a continuance of the Intercoastal Conference, 
with slight modifications, will be better generally for the carriers, 

The principal features of a plan as submitted by the Trans. 
marine Lines are as follows: 


Transmarine Lines suggestion relative to a basis for coordination 
of the United States Intercoastal Conference. Lines, which would tend 
to effect the utmost economy, solve the Transmarine Lines’ prob- 
lem and place the conference as a whole in a strong position to 
compete with the industrial carriers and other nonconference lines. 
It follows: 

(1) “A” class boats, as selected by chairman, to give regular 
service from Boston, New York and Port Newark. 

(2) “B” class boats, as selected by chairman, to give regular serv- 
ice from Philadelphia, Baltimore and points south, including Gulf of 
Mexico, carrying all available cargo, and surplus tonnage to proceed 
in ballast to coast. 

(3) Chairman of Westsbound Conference to contract with shippers 
for all cargo to move by Class ‘“‘A’”’ and ‘‘B’’ boats. 

(4) (a) Vice-chairman of conference on Pacific Coast to contract 
— shippers for all eastbound general cargo to move by Class “A” 
oats. 

(b) Chairman of lumber conference to contract all lumber on 
Class ‘‘A’’ and ‘B’”’ boats. 

(5) (a) All tonnage to be considered on a valuation of $30 per 
deadweight ton and net revenue apportioned pro rata between in- 
dividual lines to cover interest at 6 per cent and depreciation of 
4 per cent on that valuation. 

(b) Balance of net revenue remaining after payment of interest 
and depreciation, as above, to be divided on the basis of $100 per 
deadweight ton for Class ‘‘\’’ boats and $60 per deadweight ton for 
Class ‘‘B’’ boats. 

(6) Allocation of ports of loading and discharge and alternation 
of sailing dates westbound to be at the discretion of the chairman in 
New York. 

(7) Allocation of eastbound loading and discharging ports (gen- 
eral cargo), and sailing dates to be at the discretion of the vice- 
chairman on the Pacific Coast. 

(8) Allocation of eastbound lumber loading and discharging ports 
and sailing dates to be at the discretion of the chairman of the 
lumber conference. 

(9) Each individual line to conduct physical operations of its 
vessels, pending. perfection of closer coordination of terminals and 
other operation features. 

(10) The principle of maintaining equal rates through all North 
Atlantic ports from point of shipment to destination to be established, 
eliminating present handicaps. 

(11) Division of net revenue, as above stated, to eliminate present 
pooling arrangement. 


The consulate-general of the Republic of Latvia announces 
through the Merchants’ Association that, in the case of articles 
manufactured in the United States, for which a pdrt or all of 
the raw materials have been imported into this country, it is 
required that shippers state on the certificate of origin the 
percentage of the value of the merchandise which represents 
the cost of manufacture, i. e., the cost of labor, plus the cost 
of materials of United States origin which have been added. 

A. H. Bull & Co. will not withdraw from the United States- 
West African trade, as was first generally believed, but will 
remain in the service and operate a fleet of vessels with at least 
one sailing a month out of New York to West African ports. 
The first vessel to sail under the direction of the Bull-West 
African Line was the steamship Margaret, from Fifty-seventh 
street, Brooklyn, preparatory to sailing for St. Vincent, Free- 
town, Axim, Secondee and Accra. When the Barber Line took 
over the Shipping Board tonnage from Bull it was announced 
that the former had purchased much of the latter’s offices and 
equipment in West Africa and that several traffic experts went 
over to Barber. This was accepted at the time to mean that 
Bull had definitely decided to withdraw. The Bull Line has been 
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ified as operating American and foreign flag tonnage for 
Although it was best known in the New York-Porto 
Rico trade and to other near-by islands, it also operated ton- 
nage to West Africa prior to taking over the Shipping Board’s 
American South African and American West African Lines sev- 
eral years a0. 
The Shipping Board disposed of the South African Line 
more than a year ago to James A. Farrell, Jr., and sold the 
West African service to the Barber interests last month. The 
latter paid more than $2,000,000 for the service, a record price 
as compared with previous sales of freight tonnage by the board. 


LEGALITY OF U. S. SHIPPING 


In the opinion William Clark, United States judge for the 
district of New Jersey, written in United States of America vs. 
The Mayor and Council of the City of Hoboken, state of New 
Jersey et al. (see Traffic World August 18, p. 594), he, seem- 
ingly, did all he could to persuade the New Jersey municipality 
to bring into the court the question whether there is any power 
granted by the Constitution that authorizes the United States 
to go into the business of common carrier, by ships, at least. 
He did not express a conviction on the point he hopes Hoboken 
will bring into court because the issue was not raised in the 
litigation about the right of Hoboken to levy taxes on the piers 
in that city which the United States took from German ship 
lines, now used by the Shipping Board. But he exempted the 
piers from taxation only in 1920. 

“It (the court) regards the use of the piers on that date 
as under the war powers of the federal government,” said Judge 
Clark. “The court refuses to pass on the question for the 
years subsequent to 1920 for the reason that it feels those 
issues should be disposed of in the departments of the state of 
New Jersey—administrative or judicial.” 

Throughout the opinion Judge Clark shows irritation over 
the tendency of litigants to resort to the federal courts instead 
of to the courts of the state and dislike for the readiness of 
United States judges to pass upon cases brought to them on 
what he seems to think the flimsiest grounds of jurisdiction, 
as for instance, diversity of citizenship, as if the state courts 
would be biased and unwilling to base their judgments on law 
but rather on passion or prejudice. He said he felt that the 
excessive use of the power to remove cases to the federal courts, 
now existing under the diversity of citizenship provision of 
the United States statutes, was proving detrimental to the fed- 
eral courts. In varous parts of the opinion he said things 
seeming to indicate a dislike for encroachments by the federal 
government in addition to his questioning of the power of the 
United States to engage in commerce, as a common carrier. The 
opinion said: 


jdent 
years. 


The question, which, so far as we know, has never been passed 
upon by the courts, is whether the constitutional powers of Con- 
gress include the shipping business. We do not mean whether or 
not the operation of ships is a public (as distinguished from a private) 
purpose in the sense in which that term is used in the law of eminent 
domain. It undoubtedly is. We further do not consider that 
any question of “‘government ownership” is involved. Whether any 
nation or governmental unit can or, rather, should engage in private 
enterprise is, of course, a palitical (in the sense that it concerns the 
legislative department of a government, question about which courts 
are not concerned. A flood of propaganda and some analytical studies 
have been issued on the subject. We have always been surprised that 
so little attention seems to have been directed to making a com- 
parison of consumer costs under both forms of operation. 

In our system of enumerated powers, any activity of the federal 
government must find its justification in the terms, express or im- 
plied, of the Constitution. It becomes pertinent, then, to examine 
the entrance of the United States into the shipping business in that 
aspect and see whether we find any express or implied power granted 
to Congress which authorizes its participation in that field. Is, or is it 
not, within the sphere of federal control? The magnitude of this 
task need not appall the city of Hoboken, when they consider that 
a single tax payer of the state of Illinois attempted to restrain the 
construction of the Panama canal. Wilson vs. Shaw, secretary. of 
the treasury, 204 U. S. 24. 


_ The judge’s idea in regard to Hoboken raising the question 
in such a way as to bring it into the courts was that the city, 
by making an assessment on the property used by the Ship- 
Ping Board vessels, would be entitled to question the constitu- 
lionality of the operations of the government .on which its 
exemption from taxation had to be claimed. 

With a view to throwing light on the angles of the legal ques- 
tion he desired to have brought into court, Judge Clark quoted 
liberally from works on the subject of constitutional power and 
the extension of nationalism such as Warren’s Increase of Na- 
tionalism, an address by George Ticknor Curtis, author of His- 
tory and Origin of the Constitution, an address by Senator 
George Sutherland, as president of the American Bar Associa- 
tion before he became a justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, McDonald’s Federal Aid, Corwin’s The Spending 
Power of Congress and the cases cited in those books, winding 
up with the declaration that “any opinion of this court on the 
question would surely be but a first step:” 

_ The opinion is being studied by the legal staff of the Ship- 
Ping Board on account not merely of the taxation question but 
of the much larger one as to the power of the government to go 
into the business of a common carrier, The case was handled 
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for the board by Chauncey G. Parker, chief counsel, and by 
Richard F. Jones, also a member of the law staff of the board. 


UNIFORM SHIPPING PRACTICES 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Uniformity in Cuban and American shipping practices, by 
means of changes in rules governing them, is to be proposed 
to a conference of representatives of American and Cuban car- 
riers to be held this fall at the suggestion of the transportation 
division of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, of 
the Department of Commerce. Work has been done in the 
formulation of proposed rules by men interested in the matter. 
At a meeting at the Department of Commerce this week a 
number of changes in the rules were discussed and their form 
practically agreed on. 

The proposed rules, believed beneficial to both Cuban and 
American carrier interests, would change practices governing 
the rail movement of commodities to Cuba from the United 
States. They are to be presented this Fall to the Cuban-Ameri- 
can rail conference for final acceptance. , 

Among the proposed regulations were: The acceptance of 
weighing and inspection bureau certifications jointly by Cuban 
and American carriers; the establishment of uniform practices 
for extra charges such as might be assessed on packing-house 
products in movement to Cuba; and the establishment of a joint 
arrangement to assure that delivery receipts would carry a full 
and accurate description of the goods upon delivery and grant 
all proper exceptions. Among officials and interested persons 
present at the meeting were: H.S. Villard and William R. Man- 
ning, representing the Department of State; G. D. Chase and 
Norman Draper, representing the Institute of American Meat 
Packers, Chicago, Ill.; W. N. Brown, representing the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; T. M. Mulderig, chairman, Clay Prod- 
ucts Traffic Association, St. Louis, Mo.; W. P. Coria, manager, 
Munson Steamship Line, Baltimore, Md., representing the 
Havana Steamship Conference; Edward Ottsen, general agent, 
St. Louis, Mo., S. T. Suratt, general agent, New York City, 
N. Y., and H. E. C. Hawkins, genearl freight agent, St. Augustine, 
Fla., representing the Florida East Coast; Norman F. Titus 
and W. Rodney Long, of the Transportation Division, Bureau 
of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, Department of Commerce. 


AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN TRANSIT TIME 


The American-Hawaiian Steamship Company has announced 
a reduction of one day in the transit time between Boston, 
Philadelphia, New York and Oakland, Portland, Seattle and 
Tacoma, effective with the sailing of the S. S. “Virginian” from 
Boston September 28. 


OCEAN MAIL BIDS 


Bids for carrying the mail on seven Pacific steamship 
routes were opened in the office of Postmaster-General New 
August 20. There was one bid for each of the seven routes, 
as follows: 


Route 25—San Francisco to Manila via Yokohama, Kobe, Shang- 
hai, and Hongkong: Dollar Steamship Lines, San Francisco—vessels 
of class 3, $8; class 2, $10; class 1, $12. 

Route 26—Seattle to Manila via Yokohama, Kobe, Shanghai and 
eee Oriental Lines, Seattle: Class 3, $8; 2, $10, and 
» $1 


Route 27—San Francisco to Colombo via Honolulu, Shanghai, 
Hongkong, Manila and Singapore—Dollar Steamship Lines, San Fran- 
cisco: Class 5, $4; 3, $8; 2, $10, and 1, $12. 

Route 28—Portland to Manila via Yokohama, Kobe and Hongkong 
eo Steamship Company, Portland: Class 6, $2.50; 5, $4; 4, $6, and 
Route 29—Portland to Dairen via Shanghai, Tsingtau and Taku- 
pee’ — States Steamship Company: Class 6, $2.50; 5, $4; 4, $6; 
an » $8. 

Route 30—Los Angeles to Auckland—Oceanic and Oriental Navi- 
gation Co., San Francisco: Class 6, $2.50; 5, $4; 4, $6, and 3, $8. 

Route 31—Los Angeles to Melbourne—Oceanic and Oriental Navi- 

gation Co.: Class 6, $2.50; 5, $4; 4, $6, and 3, $8. 





SHIPPING AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The following agreements filed in accordance with section 
15 of the shipping act have been approved by the Shipping 
Board: 


Calmar Steamship Corp. with California Transportation Co.: 
Covers movement of shipments from Baltimore and Philadelphia 
to Stockton, Calif., with transhipment at San Francisco. The through 
rates are based on rates to Stockton shown in Calmar Westbound 
Maximum Tariff of Freight Rates No. 1, S. B. No. 3, supplements or 
reissues thereof, out of which the intercoastal carrier is to absorb 
state toll at San Francisco, the local rates of the on-carrying line 
from San Francisco to Stockton and pier to pier transfer charge at 
San Francisco on shipments aggregating less than 12 tons in weight. 
When shipments weight 12 tons or more the California Transportation 
Co. vessels .are to call at Calmar pier, thus eliminating transfer 
charges. 

Caioner Steamship Corp. with Erikson Navigation Co.: Through 
billing arrangement in respect to shipments from Baltimore and 
Philadelphia to Mare Island, California, via San Francisco; the 
through rates to be based on rates to Mare Island set forth in Calmar 
Westbound Maximum Tariff of Freight Rates No. 1, S. B. No. 3, 
supplements or reissues thereof out of which Calmar is to absorb 
state toll at San Francisco, cost of transfer when shipments ag- 
gregate less than 50 tons in weight, and local rates of the Erikson 
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Line from San Francisco to Mare Island. Erikson Line vessels will 
call at the Calmar pier for shipments of 50 tons or more. 

American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. with Oceanic and Oriental 
Navigation Co.: Through billing arrangement covering shipments from 
United States Atlantic Coast ports to Australian and New Zealand 
ports of call with transshipment at Los Angeles or San Francisco. 
Through rates and cost of transshipment to be apportioned equally 
between the lines. 

Oceanic and Oriental Navigation Co. with American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Co.: Agreement covers through movement of and division 
of earnings on cargo from Oriental ports moving to Atlantic Coast 
ports of the United States with transshipment at San Francisco or 
Los Angeles. The rates on cargo from Philippine Islands to be those 
fixed by the Associated Steamship Lines at Manila; on cargo from 
Hong Kong those fixed by the Trans-Pacific Freight Bureau or the 
Calcutta Trans-Pacific Conference, depending upon point of origin 
of cargo. Through rates on cargo from north China and Japan 
to be the highest rates consistent with the competition required to 
be met subject to a minimum of $9 per ton weight or measurement. 
Through rates on all shipments to be apportioned equally between 
the lines subject to a minimum to the intercoastal carrier of $4.50 
per ton weight or measurement. Transshipment expenses to be ab- 
sorbed in equal proportions by the lines. 

Oceanic and Oriental Navigation Co. with Luckenbach Steamship 
Co., Inc.: The terms and conditions of this agreement are identical 
with those of the preceding agreement (No. 659), between Oceanic 
— Oriental Navigation Company and American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Co. 

Panama Mail Steamship Co. with Oceanic and Oriental Navigation 
Co.: The terms and conditions of this agreement are identical with 
those of Agreement No. 659, between Oceanic and Oriental Navigation 
Co. and American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. 


These three latter agreements supersede agreements iden- 
tical as to terms and conditions previously on file and approved 
by the board to which the American Australia Orient Line was 
a party. Its successor, the Oceanic and Oriental Navigation 
Company, sought the board’s approval of the continuance of 
these arrangements. 


WELLAND CANAL TRAFFIC 

Traffic on the Welland Canal in the season of 1928 was less 
than that of last year, owing to ice conditions early in the sea- 
son, said Consul Francis R. Stewart, Niagara Falls, in a report 
made public by the Department of Commerce. The total traffic 
from April 16 to June 30, 1928, was 2,087,000 net tons of cargo, 
as compared with 2,354,000 tons up to June 30 of last year, a 
decrease of 11.35 per cent. The nationality of vessels passing 
through the canal is not known, but the tonnage of all vessels 
this year up to the end of June totaled 1,883,000 tons, as against 
2,281,000 tons for the same period of last year, a decrease of 
17.45 per cent. 


PORT ARBITRARY HEARING 


The Shipping Board has reassigned for hearing the com- 
plaint in Docket No. 46, The Everett (Wash.) Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. Luckenbach Steamship Co. et al., on October 
22 at Seattle, Wash., instead of on October 18 at San Fran- 
cisco. (See Traffic World, Aug. 11, p. 334.) 


COMMERCE IN U. S. VESSELS 


In the five months ended with May, American flag vessels 
carried 34 per cent, by value, of domestic exports and 32.2 per 
cent of general imports of the United States in foreign trade, 
according to the monthly summary of foreign commerce issued 
by the Department of Commerce. The figures for the cor- 
responding period of 1927 were 35.7 and 32.7, respectively. For 
May the percentages were 36.5 for exports and 32.2 for imports, 
as compared with 35.9 and 32.5, respectively, for May, 1927. 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


Vessels of United States registry made up 42.6 per cent 
of the transits of the Panama Canal in the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1928, when commercial traffic was heavier in all re- 
spects than in any other fiscal or calendar year since the 
canal was opened to traffic, according to the Panama Canal 
Record. American ships were the source of 46.8 per cent of 
the total tolls collected and carried 48.1 per cent of the total 
cargo passing through the canal, in the fiscal year. 

Of the $26,944,499.77 in tolls collected from commercial 
transits in the fiscal year, vessels of U. S. registry paid $12,- 
645,880.20; of British registry, $8,073,815.68; of Norwegian 
registry, $1,052,127.36; of German registry, $892,511.39; of 
Japanese registry, $949,424.69; of French registry, $576,627.46; 
of Dutch registry, $561,044.93; of Italian registry, $567,807.85, 
and of Swedish registry, $396,908.28. Vessels of other nation- 
alities paid amounts of less than $300,000. 

The number of transits of U. S. vessels was 2,753, and of 
British, 1,842. The total number of transits was 6,456. Flags 
of all 23 nations were represented in the traffic. Total cargo 
amounted to 29,630,709 long tons. 

In July 509 commercial vessels and 10 small launches tran- 
sited the Panama Canal, according to the report of the canal 
officials. Tolls on the commercial vessels aggregated $2,109,- 
083.54, and on the launches $73.35. 

The daily average number of transits of sea-going vessels 
for the month was 16.41, and the daily average tolls collection, 
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$68,034.94. The average amount of tolls paid by each of the 
commercial transits was $4,143.58, as compared with $4,191.67 
for the month of June. Traffic in July exceeded that of June 
by 28 transits and by almost $93,000 in tolls. 

In the month, 96 tank ships transited the canal with a, 
aggregate net tonnage, Panama Canal measurement, of 506,542 
on which tolls of $442,108.53 were collected. Cargo amounted 
to 462,483 tons. This included 9,340 tons of molasses routes 
from Honolulu to Mobile. In point of net tonnage, tanker traf, 
for the past month showed a decrease of 22.9 per cent under 
the same traffic for the corresponding month a year ago, While 
cargo tonnage decreased 22.7 per cent under the cargo tonnage 
of July, 1927. 

Tank ships comprised 18.8 per cent of the total commercig} 
transits through the canal in the month; made up 21.8 pe 
cent of the total Panama Canal net tonnage; were the source 
of 20.9 per cent of the tolls collected; and carried 20.2 per cent 
of the total cargo in transit through the canal. 


VOLUME OF TRAFFIC, ETC. 


The volume of freight traffic handled by Class I railroads 
the first six months this year amounted to 223,845,340,000 net 
ton-miles, according to the Bureau of Railway Economics, which 
says: 


This was a decrease of 10,158,687,000 net ton-miles or 4.3 per cent 
under the corresponding period in 1927 as well as a decrease of 
— net ton-miles or 1.4 per cent under the same period in 


In the eastern district there was a decrease of 8.1 per cent for 
the first six months in 1928 compared with the same period last 
year, in the volume of freight traffic, while the southern district re- 
ported a decrease of 8.5 per cent. The western district reported an 
increase of 3.1 per cent. 

For the month of June, the volume of freight handled by the 
Class I railroads amounted to 37,303,710,000 net ton-miles. This was 
a decrease of 1,173,201,000 net ton-miles or 3 per cent below the corre- 
sponding period last year and a decerase of 1,948,435,000 net ton-miles 
or 5 per cent below the same month in 1926. 

Railroads in the eastern district for the month of June reported 
a decerase of 4 per cent in the volume of traffic compared with the 
same period in 1927, while the southern district reported a decrease 
of 10.1 per cent. The western district reported an increase of 1,1 
per cent. 

The average daily movement per freight car for the first six 
months of 1928 was the highest for any corresponding period on 
record, amounting to thirty miles per day. 

This was an increase of one-tenth of a mile over the corre- 
sponding period last year and an increase of one mile over the same 
period in 1926. 

The daialy average movement for June this year was 30.4 miles, 
which also established a new high mark for any corresponding month 
on record. This exceeded by four-tenths of a mile the average for 
the same month last year and was also an increase of three-tenths of 
a mile over June, 

In computing the average movement per day, account is taken 
of all freight cars in service, including cars in transit, cars in pro- 
cess of being loaded and unloaded, cars undergoing or awaiting re- 
pairs and also cars on side tracks for which no load is immediately 
available. 

The average load per car for the first six months this year was 
26.3 tons, a decrease of one ton below the average fcr the first half 
of 1927 and a decrease of six-tenths of a ton below that for 1526. 
The average load per car for the month of June this year was 26.3 
tons compared with twenty-seven tons in June last year and 27.3 tons 
in June, 1926. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 


Class I railroads on August 1 had 151,867 freight cars in 
need of repair, or 6.7 per cent of the number on line, according 
to reports filed by the carriers with the car service division 
of the American Railway Association. 

This was a decrease of 19 under the number reported on 
July 15, at which time there were 151,886, or 6.7 per cent. 

Freight cars in need of heavy repairs on August 1 totaled 
108,421, or 4.8 per cent, an increase of 192 compared with July 
15, while freight cars in need of light repairs totaled 43,446, or 
1.9 per cent, a decrease of 211 compared with July 15. 

Locomotives in need of repair on Class I railroads on August 
1 totaled 8,310, or 14 per cent of the number on line, according 
to the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
This was a decrease of 276 locomotives compared with the 
number in need of repair on July 15, at which time there were 
8,586, or 14.4 per cent. Locomotives in need of classified repairs 
on August 1 totaled 4,582, or 7.7 per cent, a decrease of 285 com- 
pared with July 15, while 3,728, or 6.3 per cent, were in need 
of running repairs, an increase of 9 compared with July 15. 
Class I railroads on August 1 had 6,982 serviceable locomotives 
in storage, compared with 7,040 on July 15. 


BIG ROAD FIGURES 


Large Class I steam railways for the six months ended with 
June had net railway operating income of $401,893,902, as com- 
pared with $406,606,215 for the same period of 1927, and for 
June, $73,345,155, as against $75,986,484 for June, 1927, according 
to the monthly statement prepared by the bureau of statistics 
of the Commission from reports of carriers having annual oper- 
ating revenues above $25,000,000. 

The figures for individual roads, covering operating revenues, 
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Mo, for June, 1928, and June, 1927, follow: 
Operating Operating 
P revenues expenses 
= ds reported: 
Total—Roads repornes'1928 $429,970,490 $321,911,618 
, 1927 442,631,134 332,043,467 
New England Region: 
’ & Maine— 
— 1928 6,179,836 4,643,697 
1927 6,429,771 4,893,563 
New York, New Haven & Hartford— 
1928 11,734,961 8,151,323 
1927 11,852,478 8,472,459 
Great Lakes Region: 
7 & Hudson— Z 
ee 1928 3,059,133 —«-2, 418,156 
1927 ——_ . — 
re, Lackawanna & Western System— 
nentine 1928 6,745,910 4,810,007 
Cc 1927 — 5,068,681 
i cludin hicago & Erie)— 
eee 1928 10,097,561 —'7,934,773 
1927 10,236,636 8,090,688 
Valley— 
am . 1928 5,813,262 4,233,148 
\ 1927 6,499,007 4,884,878 
igan Central— 
a 1928 7,999,925 5,331,868 
1927 _ gg Snes a aan 
rk Central (including Boston any)— 
acelin 1928 32,595,698 23,853,239 
1927 8 — 24,015,251 
York, Chicago & St. uis— 
_ 1928 4,201,563 3,245,560 
1927 4,476,923 3,274,640 
Marquette— 
— " 1928 3,561,272 2,717,209 
1927 3,708,632 2,907,417 
rgh & Lake Erie— 
eee 1928 2,692,581 2,175,251 
1927 2,802,067 2,132,230 
bash— 
anne 1928 5,696,957 4,415,978 
1927 5,523,658 4,394,917 
Central Eastern Region: 
Baltimore & Ohio— 
1928 19,833,416 14,359,080 
1927 21,512,679 15,215,981 
Central of New Jersey— _ 
1928 4,702,754 3,529,925 
1927 5,309,803 3,782,072 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois— 
1928 1,921,126 1,508,469 
1927 2,047,696 1,642,536 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis— 
1928 7,375,360 5,770,292 
1927 7,626,452 5,881,912 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern— 
1928 2,031,641 1,392,982 
1927 2,002,730 1,436,651 
Long Island— 
1928 3,567,729 2,315,696 
1927 3,695,454 2,698,888 - 
Pennsylvania— a _ 
1928 55,030,777 40,055,425 
1927 56,374,381 42,466,003 
Reading— 
1928 6,823,133 5,840,422 
1927 7,377,742 6,113,968 
Pocahontas Region: 
Chesapeake & Ohio—- 
1928 10,114,644 6,773,457 
1927 11,276,773 7,710,058 
Norfolk & Western— 
1928 8,859,888 5,658,405 
1927 9,594,654 5,896,909 
Southern Region: 
Atlantic Coast Line— 
1928 5,442,453 4,590,630 
1927 6,037,981 5,318,828 
Central of Georgia— 
1928 1,874,316 1,590,689 
1927 2,181,468 1,799,326 
Illinois Central— 
1928 11,942,924 10,033,244 
1927 13,108,755 9,998,360 
Louisville & Nashville— 
1928 11,002,318 8,845,293 
1927 11,735,466 9,514,698 
Seaboard Air Line— 
1928 4,399,698 3,355,769 
1927 4,845,171 3,836,499 
Southern— 
1928 11,432,180 8,547,211 
1927 12,156,190 8,900,160 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley— 
1928 1,824,240 1,666,742 
m 1927 1,793,393 1,791,544 
Northwestern Region: 
Chicago & North Western— 
1928 13,862,005 9,776,021 
1927 13,580,533 9,717,734 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific— 
1928 14,131,518 11,362,664 
1927 13,320,143 11,547,412 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha— 
1928 137,357 1,934,588 
1927 2,199,433 1,642,207 
Great Northern— 
1928 10,164,659 7,059,375 
1927 9,753,656 6,617,832 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie— 
1928 4,148,452 3,080,562 
2 1927 4,000,511 3,052,729 
Northern Pacific— 
1928 7,949,691 6,351,198 
1927 7,653,255 5,794,171 
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operating 
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$73,345,155 
75,986,484 


1,037,893 
1,016,945 
2,427,197 
2,179,120 
315,677 
501,205 


1,395,654 
1,797,098 


,124,008 
6,981,495 


575,386 
764,041 


495,938 
490,139 


685,559 
817,824 


738,783 
601,160 
4,293,969 
5,249,592 


585,881 
959,324 


138,673 
134,461 


942,407 
1,205,389 


360,166 
348,060 


740,999 
524,815 


10,309,038 
9,398,420 


818,801 
1,046,867 


353,143 
270,218 


191,623 
262,734 


770,095 
699,171 


2,009,808 
2,386,782 


*74,179 
*219,538 
3,068,197 
2,853,191 


1,510,839 
562,523 


37,632 
351,097 


2,336,125 
2,316,054 


724,353 
612,799 


1,350,888 
1,560,263 
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Operating Operating 
revenues expenses 
Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navigation Co.— 
1928 2,378,017 2,001,685 
1927 2,233,353 1,904,612 
Central Western Region: 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe— 
1928 15,579,958 12,469,133 
1927 16,235,943 12,290,221 
Chicago & Alton— 
1928 2,339,916 1,877,063 
1927 2,259,100 1,703,717 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy— 
1928 12,052,155 9,530,820 
1927 11,960,342 9,120,154 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific— 
1928 10,875,316 8,135,163 
1927 11,060,034 8,436,967 
Denver & Rio Grande Western— 
1928 2,416,380 1,953,924 
1927 2,481,489 2,001,993 
Oregon Short Line— 
1928 2,792,600 2,174,780 
1927 2,657,603 2,170,962 
Southern Pacific Companyj— 
1928 20,081,353 13,611,596 
1927 20,035,499 13,662,982 
Union Pacific— 
1928 8,757,393 6,523,323 
1927 8,287,233 6,071,924 
Southwestern Region: 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe— 
1928 1,932,658 1,663,631 
1927 2,602,889 2,178,481 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas— 
1928 4,204,530 3,131,610 
1927 4,218,336 3,362,219 
Missouri Pacific— 
1928 9,796,841 7,748,641 
1927 9,667,918 8,282,963 
St. Louis-San Francisco— 
1928 6,460,753 4,671,877 
1927 7,152,992 5,038, 204 
Texas & New Orleans— 
1928 5,443,691 4,401,029 
1927 5,612,131 4,725,322 
Texas & Pacific— 
1928 3,907,991 2,688,995 
. 1927 2,788,186 2,280,491 


The figures for six months follow: 


Total—Roads reported: 


1928 $2,493,310,180 $1,891,002,047 
1927 2,586,138,184 1,976,680,302 


New England Region: 
Boston & Maine— 





1928 36,588,620 27,502,239 

1927 37,966,878 29,249,892 
New York, New Haven & Hartford— 

1928 66,006,165 48,005,789 

1927 68,089,809 50,660,765 

Great Lakes Region: 

Delaware & Hudson— 

1928 18,944,614 15,478,385 

1927 20,885,395 17,559,664 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western System— 

1928 39,183,295 29,206,166 

1927 41,738,407 30,716,230 
Erie (including Chicago & Erie)— 

1928 59,081,835 46,545,426 

1927 59,885,302 49,070,906 
Lehigh Valley— 

1928 33,925,004 26,724,629 

1927 37,231,274 29,719,768 
Michigan Central— 

1928 45,289,157 30,882,436 

1927 44,506,466 30,921,859 
New York Central (including Boston & Aibany)— 

1928 183,107,132 140,005,836 

1927 191,561,965 145,529,716 
New York, Chicago & St. Louis— 

1928 25,872,527 19,146,004 

1927 26,654,971 19,476,884 
Pere Marquette— 

1928 20,689,256 15,126,785 

1927 21,650,439 15,666,419 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie— 

1928 15,024,785 12,579,543 

1927 16,299,236 13,610,285 
Wabash— : 

1928 33,774,463 25,773,198 

1927 33,546,465 26,055,404 

Central Eastern Region: 

Baltimore & Ohio— 

1928 111,231,256 86,710,484 

1927 123,395,889 93,305,857 
Central of New Jersey— 

1928 27,638,959 20,449,843 

1927 28,837,508 22,117,084 
Chicago & Eastern Lllinois— 

1928 11,744,100 9,848,137 

1927 13,360,547 10,893,012 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis— 

1928 43,500,504 33,598,268 

1927 45,419,324 35,103,375 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern— 

1928 12,767,524 8,539,304 

1927 12,938,363 8,505,353 
Long Island— 

1928 18,776,234 14,217,879 

1927 19,051,169 15,619,894 
Pennsylvania— 

1928 309,166,552 233,751,606 

1927 333,672,038 258,840,163 
Reading— 

1928 43,494,922 34,711,666 

1927 47,373,581 36,733,934 
*Deficit. 


fIncludes returns for Atlantic Steamship Lines. 
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54,574 
25,301 
1,891,619 
2,681,493 


173,379 
269,514 


1,373,812 
1,596,770 


1,603,878 
1,511,760 


354,682 
366,563 


269,477 
158,066 


4,368,372 
4,409,690 


1,328,485 
1,294,849 
15,052 
171,655 


682,392 
483,603 


1,318,426 
684,945 


1,409,974 
1,693,895 


563,730 
383,969 


681,807 
216,098 


$401,893,902 
406,606,215 


6,126,158 
5,521,532 


11,105,600 
10,212,820 


,569,444 
4,587,188 


10,877,246 
10,428,310 


28,544,608 
30,959,292 


3,895,754 
4,659,327 


3,767,086 
,057,910 


17,712,360 
22,555,870 


4,207,444 
4,270,599 


354,629 
969,294 


6,314,578 
7,208,771 


2,503,107 
2,939,484 


2,762,868 
1,538,486 


51,277,232 
51,125,413 


7,076,380 
8,371,047 
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Net Oper- 
railway ating 
Operating Operating operating ratio 
revenues expenses income Ie 
—— a a - 
esapeake o— 
- 1928 59,652,434 42,127,617 14,745,477 70.6 
1927 67,492,700 46,116,713 17,958,138 68.3 
rfolk Western— 
on ° 1928 49,501,489 32,621,935 13,418,266 65.9 
1927 55,983,850 35,591,334 16,682,262 63.6 
Southern Region: 
tlantic Coast Line— 
” 1928 39,549,339 29,549,751 6,437,114 74.7 
1927 45,407,476 33,370,196 8,441,464 73.5 
Central of Georgia— 
1928 12,522,898 9,754,591 1,983,826 77.9 
1927 13,940,550 10,741,257 2,348,799 77.1 
Illinois Central— 
1928 75,013,944 58,391,019 11,777,084 177.8 
1927 77,215,770 58,422,766 12,991,178 175.7 
Louisville & Nashville— 
1928 67,304,750 53,774,695 9,971,195 79.9 
1927 71,840,586 57,140,829 10,987,995 79.5 
Seaboard Air Line— 
1928 30,082,522 22,172,224 5,480,908 73.7 
1927 33,575,734 25,055,857 5,842,390 74.6 
Southern— 
1928 70,430,527 51,355,243 13,098,456 72.9 
1927 73,379,407 53,731,757 14,235,045 73.2 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley— 
1928 12,421,506 10,444,502 509,704 84.1 
1927 12,552,226 10,842,242 263,001 86.4 
Northwestern Region: 
Chicago & North Western— 
1928 71,261,134 56,558,833 9,054,094 79.4 
1927 70,527,721 56,016,292 8,432,843 79.4 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific— 
1928 79,384,200 60,269,885 11,770,176 75.9 
1927 74,636,449 63,783,770 3,808,103 85.5 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha— 
1928 12,674,860 10,881,846 797,156 85.9 
1927 12,394,065 10,125,648 1,186,461 81.7 
Great Northern— 
1928 49,967,483 38,234,058 7,442,221 76.5 
1927 47,784,229 36,413,205 7,032,835 76.2 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie— 
1928 21,835,168 17,626,988 2,194,539 80.7 
1927 20,942,583 17,170,047 1,795,677 82.0 
Northern Pacific— 
1928 44,576,322 35,268,436 7,634,129 79.1 
1927 41,338,867 33,654,620 5,752,513 81.4 
Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navigation Co.— 
1928 13,376,969 11,728,751 *313,633 87.7 
1927 12,631,789 10,977,327 *65,201 86.9 
Central Western Region: 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe— 
1928 91,508,763 71,625,305 12,826,615 78.3 
1927 96,955,088 71,070,617 18,073,909 - 73.3 
Chicago & Alton— 
1928 13,570,821 11,004,551 841,669 81.1 
1927 13,887,851 10,861,781 1,328,348 78.2 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy— 
1928 75,109,581 54,484,287 13,290,172 72.5 
1927 71,603,911 52,204,051 11,772,681 72.9 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific— 
1928 62,498,669 47,748,110 8,488,616 76.4 
1927 64,596,044 50,300,327 7,835,291 77.9 
Denver & Rio Grande Western— 
1928 14,601,189 11,533,475 2,360,138 79.0 
1927 14,683,009 11,706,417 2,275,980 79.7 
Oregon Short Line— 
1928 17,176,391 12,693,789 2,364,037 73.9 
1927 15,464,764 11,798,325 1,757,266 76.3 
Southern Pacific Companyt— 
1928 107,728,381 78,437,792 19,419,311 72.8 
1927 108,048,345 79,763,123 18,370,389 73.8 
Union Pacific— : 
1928 51,587,012 36,226,528 9,928,839 70.2 
1927 46,378,494 33,865,251 7,462,275 73.0 
Southwestern Region: 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe— 
1928 12,391,427 10,559,115 423,192 85.2 
1927 17,047,000 13,731,995 1,713,053 80.6 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas— 
1928 25,295,424 18,051,404 4,817,076 171.4 
1927 27,496,621 19,775,537 5,292,379 71.9 
Missouri Pacific— 
1928 61,165,201 47,649,979 8,602,556 77.9 
1927 60,143,905 49,487,074 5,871,007 82.3 
St. Louis-San Francisco— 
1928 38,328,143 27,639,567 8,736,980 72.8 
1927 41,419,805 29,622,644 9,807,728 71.5 
Texas & New Orleans— 
1928 32,749,349 27,339,463 2,367,587 83.5 
1927 34,289,056 29,615,381 1,590,263 86.4 
Texas & Pacific— 
1928 24,237,380 16,444,685 4,798,914 67.8 
1927 18,415,263 14,367,455 2,232,125 78.0 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended August 11 totaled 
1,044,442 cars, according to the car service division of the 
American Railway Association. This was a decrease from the 
preceding week of 4,180 cars. Reductions took place in forest 
products, ore, merchandise, L. C. L., and miscellaneous and 
. increases in grain and grain products, live stock, coal and coke. 

The total for the week ended August 11 was a reduction 
of 5,197 cars from the figures for the corresponding week in 
1927 and 58,218 cars from the corresponding week of 1926. 

Revenue freight loading, by districts the week of August 
11 and the corresponding period of 1927, was reported as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,980 and 9,898; live 
stock, 2,127 and 2,729; coal, 38,603 and 39,392; coke, 1,735 and 2,448; 
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forest products, 5,211 and 5,340; ere, 5,611 and 6,469; merchandj 
L. €. L. 70,139 and 69,047; miscellangous, 108,546 ‘and 105,195; tort 
1928, 239,332; 1927, 240,513; 1926, 250,829. , : 
Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,943 and 4,434. liv 
stock, 2,007 and 2,453; coal, 40,659 and 40,884; coke, 5,101 and 459. 
forest products, 3,048 and 3,228; ore, 11,138 and 10,021; merchandig, 
L. C. L., 54,216 and 54,666; miscellaeous, 92,655 and 90,494; tota] 1994 
212,762; 1927, 210,705; 1926, 223,600. ~— 
Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 226 and 339: live 
stock, 198 and 284; coal, 41,409 and 46,084; coke, 370 and 330; fores 
products, 1,575 and 1,746; ore, 143 and 167; merchandise, L, L 
7,410 and 7,628; miscellaneous, 6,262 and 6,441; total 1928, 57,593: 1997’ 
62,950; 1926, 61,617. " 
Southern district: Grain and grain products, 4,393 and 3,991; jiy, 
stock, 1,826 and 1,875; coal, 22,836 and 27,964; coke, 436 and 640: for- 
est products, 19,989 and 21,140; ore, 809 and 1,283; merchandise . 
C. L., 59,832 and 41,239; miscellaneous, 53,232 and 51,584; total 199 
140,353; 1927, 149,715; 1926, 150,845. _ 
Northwestern district: Grain and grain preducts, 13,559 and 12,09). 
live stock, 5,743 and 6,757; coal, 4,462 and 5,643; coke, 1,280 and 1,278: 
forest products, 14,896 and 16,145; ore, 39,557 and 38,103; merchandise 
L. C. L., 33,526 and 34,884; miscellaneous, 44,098 and 44,903; total, 199;’ 
157,121; 1927, 159,714; 1926, 173,788. . 
Central western district: Grain and grain products, 21,668 ana 
17,412; live stock, 8,771 and 10,180; coal, 9,189 and 7,708; coke, 272 anq 
369; forest products, 12,811 and 11,670; ore, 3,449 and 3,312; merchap. 
dise, L. C. L., 35,1383 and 34,692; miscellaneous, 63,534 and 65,155. 
total, 1928, 154,827; 1927, 150,499; 1926, 161,224. : 
Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 6,253 and 5,545: 
live stock, 2,987 and 3,116; coal, 4,066 and 3,433; coke, 143 and 169: 
forest products, 8,770 and 9,043; ore, 444 and 405; merchandise, L, ¢, L. 
16,665 and 17,265; miscellaneous, 40,126 and 36,574; total, 1928, 79,454: 
1927, 75,543; 1926, 80,757. 
Total all roads: Grain and grain products, 58,022 and 53,611; live 
stock, 23,639 and 27,394; coal, 161,224 and 171,108; coke, 9,337 and 9,747. 
eo products, 66,295 and 68,312; ore, 60,551 and 59,699; merchandise, 
. C. L., 256,921 and 259,421; miscellaneous, 408,453 and 400,347; total, 
1928, 1,044,442; 1927, 1,049,639; 1926, 1,102,660. 
Loading of revenue freight in 1928 compared with the two 


previous years follows: 





















































































1928 1927 1926 

Four weeks in January ........ 3,447,723 3,756,660 3,686,696 
Four weeks in February ....... 3,589,694 3,801,918 3,677,332 
Five weeks in March............ 4,752,031 4,982,547 4,805,700 —- 
Four weeks in April ........... 3,738,295 3,875,589 3,862,703 = 
Pour weeks tn May ...<ccccceccse 4,006,058 4,108,472 4,145,820 
Bive WOOES 1 TUNG... occccscces 4,923,304 4,995,854 5,154,981 
Pour Weekes im JUly..ccccccccces 3,942,931 3,913,761 4,148,118 
Week ended August 4........... 1,048,622 1,024,038 1,075,392 “ 
Week ended August 11.......... 1,044,442 1,049,639 1,102,660 

EE ecacicssicaecpuwienseaien 30,493,100 31,508,478 31,659, 402 

CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 

The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
August 1-7, inclusive, was 257,212, as compared with 271,017 cars 
in the preceding period, while the average daily shortage re 
ported was 37 hopper cars, according to the car service division . 
of the American Railway Association. The surplus was made 
up as follows: : 


Box, 119,529; ventilated box, 652; auto and furniture, 10,298; total 
box, 130,479; flat, 6,324; gondola, 41,081; hopper, 43,127; total coal, r 
84,208; coke, 1,542; S. D. stock, 18,223; D. D. stock, 3,173; refrigerator, 
11,847; tank, 452; miscellaneous, 964. 


tw) 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 14,800 box, 600 auto 
and furnitutre, and 1,450 refrigerator cars, and a shortage of 1 
100 gondola cars. 

J 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Weakness of markets and the gap between early-summer 
and late-summer crops caused shipments of leading lines of ’ 
fruits and vegetables to decline in the week ended August 18 
to 18,819 cars, as compared with 20,125 cars (revised) the pre 
ceding week and 19,006 in the corresponding period of 1927, | 
according to the Bureau of Agricultural Economics of the De- 
partment of Commerce. Peaches, watermelons, cantaloupes and 
tomatoes registered sharp declines, while potatoes, grapes and 
pears gained. Shipments were reported as follows: 
Apples, 564 cars; cabbage, 249 cars; cantaloupes, 783 cars; 
carrots, 20 cars; cauliflower, 12 cars; celery, 156 cars; cherries, 
48 cars; cucumbers, 118 cars; grapefruit, 14 cars; imports, 24 
cars; grapes, 1,091 cars; green peas, 119 cars; lemons, 328 cars; 
lettuce, 895 cars; miscellaneous melons, 484 cars; mixed citrus 
fruit, 25 cars; mixed deciduous fruit, 431 cars; mixed vege 
tables, 569 cars; onions, 598 cars; peaches, 3,466 cars; oranges, 
579 cars; pears, 1,930 cars; peppers, 41 cars; plums and prunes, 
287 cars; string beans, 14 cars; sweet potatoes, 285 cars; toma 
toes, 240 cars; watermelons, 2,075 cars; potatoes, 3,398 cars. 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Total production of soft coal the week ended August 11 was 
estimated by the Bureau of Mines of the Department of Com- 
merce at 9,006,000 net tons, an increase of 249,000 as compared 
with the revised estimate for the preceding week. Anthracite 
production was estimated at 1,387,000 net tons, an increase of 
223,000 tons over the revised estimate for the preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports 
the week ended Aug. 12 totaled 1,324,952 tons. Anthracite shipped 
from Lake Erie ports totaled 58,352 net tons. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments from Hampton Roads 
the week ended August 11 totaled 297,541 tons, of which 173,056 
were for New England delivery. At Charleston, S. C., 225 tons 
were dumped. 
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“THE 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


MASCOT” 


“THe Mascor”’ is one of the most important 
trains in the great fleet of 61 named Pennsylvania 





© . 
wy, 


freights that have set remarkable records for regular- 


ity and dependability of on time arrivals. 


A Freight that Carries Good Luck as a Passenger 


ONE of us will admit a be- 

lief in black magic. But a 

symbol of good luck presiding 

over the scene makes those of us 

who aren’t too worldly wise feel 
just a trifle more comfortable. 


This, perhaps, is the reason 
why almost every athletic team 
presses into service some mascot 
to stand as a bringer of good 
fortune. 


The Army football team has the 
mule as a mascot. And it relies 
upon this perverse animal to lead 
it to victory over the Navy goat 
who acts in the same capacity 
for the midshipmen. Aside from 


these famous luck bringers, there 
are so many beasts chosen as mas- 
cots for teams and organizations 
throughout the country that a 
list of their names would read like 
the social register of the zoo. 


The Pennsylvania freight ser- 
vice likewise offers to shippers a 
mascot in the form of a big train 
that carries Good Luck as an ex- 
alted passenger. And excellent 
fortune has attended the goods 
entrusted to ““The Mascot” ever 
since the train began its oper- 
ations along the steel rails. 

“The Mascot” covers the route 
from Chicago to Pittsburgh, stopping 


at Fort Wayne, Indiana, and Crest- 
line, Ohio, carrying cargoes of mer- 
chandise. Each night it leaves Chi- 
cago at a regular hour and its arriv- 
als in the “‘Steel City” territory are 
consistently on schedule. 


Able, efficient handling charac- 
terizes every journey that “ The 
Mascot” makes. To the greatest 
possible extent it is manned by 
through train crews to eliminate yard- 
ing in transit. 


And the vigilance of these crews, 
coupled with the cooperation re- 
ceived from hundreds of men along 
the way, brings this important freight 
through on time regularly month 
after month. 


Here are three other Pennsylvania freights whose regular on schedule arrivals have earned them distinctive names: 


“THE RENOWN’”’ 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Louisville to Chicago 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 


“THE TRAILBLAZER”’ 
Merchandise 
St. Louis to Pittsburgh 


‘“*THE ROCKET’’ 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Cincinnati 


RAILROAD 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
RAIL REVENUES AND EXPENSES 


The Commission’s official statistics on operating revenues 
and operating expenses of Class I roads ,for June and the six 
months ended with June, for the United States as a whole, 


follow: 


Average number of miles operated..... oe 


Revenues: 
| ee ere tre eT ee 


DOE, 6. ct:04.00d000ese sors seaeennee 
BEE. 26s tose suls scenes cscesasnewe genes 


Express 
All other transportation.............. 
Incidental ........ gekeweweee Suwa aes ‘ 
Joint facility—Cr........ eer reer 
SOME TO ooo cc ti cccvvccccecsss 
Railway operating revenues...... 
Expenses: 
Maintenance of way and structures.. 
Maintenance of equipment............ 
eee eee 
"TRRMEDOTTALION 600.0000 cccees 
Miscellaneous operations 
General 
Transportation for investment—Cr... 


Railway operating expenses...... 


Net revenue from railway operations.... 
REMIT CRE BOCTURIG. ¢.0.0.0:0:0.0.0000000008088 
Uncollectible railway revenues..........+. 

Railway operating income........ 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance............ 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance.......... 

Net railway operating income.... 
Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent) 





ee 


1928 
240,296.48 


$ 370,268,386 


*81,708,455 
7,964,443 
12,574,607 
17,788,450 
11,455,402 
1,117,881 
403,897 
502,473,727 


79,369,225 
97,347,908 
11,104,623 
167,797,577 
4,843,792 
16,079,201 
1,456,449 
375,085,877 
127,387,850 
31,547,484 
131,443 
95,708,923 
7,620,512 
2,091,046 
85,997,365 
74.65 


SIX MONTHS 


Average number of miles operated....... 
Revenues: 


ES Cer ECCT TENT or 
GEC LO 
0 Rt rr er re 
CN Sok idesdciacdocscee ceecnwasieas 
All other transportation.........ceee- 
NIL, . 2 6:46 0.0:0 6.0.61606:0:5:00:05: 00 3.0:0-400 
JOimt TACHITY—CL...ccccscccscccccccese 
SOIME TRETITI— DF ooo vec cccscctecescece 

Railway operating revenues...... 

Expenses: 

Maintenance of way and structures.. 
Maintenance of equipment............ 
EE fb cnecas6.bai bs 406-0 066460 6.08 510068 
WEAAMOOTIBUON oicccccccscccscescesees 
Miscellaneous operations ..........++- 
OO i rrr eT err ee 


Transportation for investment—Cr... 
Railway operating expenses...... 

Net revenue from railway operations.... 
Railway tax accruals......ccccccccccccees 
Uncollectible railway revenues.........66. 
Railway operating income........ 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance............ 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance.......... 
Net railway operating income.... 

Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent) 





*Includes $3,517,408 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 
tIncludes $3,651,093 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 


239,890.25 


$2,188,664,955 


$441,467,485 
47,485,374 
67,080,385 
100,168,844 
57,586,756 
6,645,294 
2,242,726 
2,906,856,367 


408,406,183 
586,480,067 
62,657,590 
1,031,210,749 
27,263,765 
96,943,673 
7,296,280 
2,205,665,747 
701,190,620 
181,872,635 
682,989 
518,634,996 
44,543,247 
12,066,566 
462,025,183 
75.88 


1927 
239,062.78 


$ 382,182,438 
785,966,561 
7,781,262 
11,122,471 
17,830,652 
11,715,517 
1,298,438 
443,636 
517,453,703 


81,738,507 
102,129,123 
10,531,553 
174,470,522 
4,781,004 
16,023,098 
1,414,942 
388,258,865 
129,194,838 
32,127,101 
136,573 
96,931,164 
6,862,543 
2,111,882 
87,956,739 
75.03 


238,925.98 


$2,264,024,344 
§478,837,010 
47,130,936 
66,842,601 
102,129,718 
61,584,383 
6,919,422 
2°519,074 
3,024,949,340 


425,929,886 
621,791,283 
60,213,444 
1,085,555,817 
27,503,754 
96,304,596 
6,767,924 
2,310,530,856 
714,418,484 
185,373,884 
784,555 
528,260,045 
42,706,926 
12,525,111 
473,028,008 
76.38 


tIncludes $19,393,178 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 
§Includes $19,720,649 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 





INTERNATIONAL CYANAMID RATES 


Briefs of argument have been filed by attorneys for the 
protestants and the respondent in I. and S. No. 3114, cyanamid 
and crude cyanide from Niagara Falls, Ont., to Eastern Trunk 
Line, New England, and Central Freight Association points and 


Virginie cities. 


The American Cyanamid Company is 


the 


protestant and the New York Central is regarded as the chief 


respondent. 


The plant of the cyanamid company is located on 


the rails of the Michigan Central, the Wabash and the Canadian 


National. 


The New York Central is regarded as the principal 


respondent because, prior to May 25, 1927, the plant was served 
exclusively by the Michigan Central, a subsidiary of the New 


York Central. 


When, on the day mentioned, the Canadian National com- 
pleting a track connection with the plant, that road and the 
Wabash, the latter by reason of a trackage arrangement, be- 


gan serving the protestant. 


Yielding to arguments by the cyanamid company, the Cana- 
dian National to enable its customers better to meet competi- 
tion from Europe, agreed to reduce rates on the commodities 


in question by varying amounts. 


A typical cut was from 26 


cents to New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore to 19.5 cents. 
The Canadian National published the reduced rates under the 
power of attorney granted it by lines in the United States, such 
as is usually given to an originating line for application over 


specified routes. 


The New’York Central did not like the action of the Cana- 


dian National. 
persuaded the United States 


lines to 


According to the allegations in the briefs, it 
revoke their general 


powers of attorney and thereby forced the Canadian National 
to restore the old rates; that is, 26 cents to New York, Phila- 
delphia and Baltimore by giving to it, in place of the general 
power of attorney, or concurrence as the tariff men call the 
document, a limited concurrence authorizing it to publish rates 
only in the figures therein set forth, namely, the old rates. 
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The Commission suspended the tariff schedules ang the 
limited concurrence, the latter a rare, if not wholly new, exer. 
cise of power. 

The United States lines have challenged the jurisdiction gs 
the Commission on account of the international character of the 
rates. The Canadian National showed its disagreement wit, 
the United States lines by declaring, at the hearing, that it was 
willing to stand all the shrink in the rates so that its conneg. 
tions in the United States would not lose any revenue by reason 
of the reduction in rates. It also declined to join in the chgj. 
lenge about jurisdiction. It also called attention to the fact 
that when they cut the rates several United States lines assenteg 
to the reduction so that in making the cut it did not proceeg 
wholly upon the general concurrence which later, the Uniteg 
States lines gave the required 60 days’ notice of revocation 
and displacement by the limited concurrence which forced it to 
publish rates the same as those formerly in effect. 

Its willingness to stand the shrink by reason of the reduc. 
tion in the rates, however, does not save the Wabash and 
Michigan Central from loss, if they desire to participate in the 
traffic. They can obtain only a small amount of business, it jg 
believed, from the cyanamid company’s plant, if they carry 
rates higher than those offered by the Canadian National, hence 
the controversy. 

The protestant, in its brief, asserted that the case was 
created by the unwillingness of the Michigan Central and New 
York Central to participate in the traffic on rates as low as those 
made by the Canadian National in conjunction with the Wabash, 
the Erie, Lehigh Valley and other United States trunk lines 
which concurred when the lower rates were first published, It 
pointed out that while the Michigan Central was not a party 
to the case the chief traffic witness for the United States trunk 
lines was one of its officials. 


RAILROADS AND PORT AUTHORITY 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


A radical change in relations between the Port of New 
York Authority and the trunk line railroads of the port district 
is expected with the announcement of the designation of a 
railroad presidents’ contact committee authorized to cooperate 
with the Port Authority in studying the latter’s modified union 
freight terminal plans. The decision of the railroad presidents 
to look officially and in detail into the project was made known 
through John F. Galvin, chairman of the Port Authority, under 
agreement with the railroad executives. 

The first contact already has been established in conference 
with Port Authority officials by the railroad committee. The 
cordial feeling which apparently prevailed at this first con- 
ference was reflected in the statement made afterward by Mr. 
Galvin. 

The Port Authority some time ago proposed the establish- 
ment of a series of nine universal inland freight stations. Owing 
to its broad proportions, the railroad executives expressed 
themselves as unwilling to indorse the plan. On the theory 
that success could only come through the support of all inter- 
ests concerned, the Port Authority has modified its program so 
as to call for one union station to be now constructed and 
operated experimentally. It is this modified proposition in which 
the railroads have become interested. 

Steps to bring the Port Authority and the railroads into 
closer accord have been under way for some time, it was stated 
by Chairman Galvin. He said: 


_Efforts to interest the railroads in the establishment of _ union 
freight stations as the key to the solution of the freight problem of 
the Port of New York, have reached the point where the Railroad 
Presidents’ Conference has created a presidents’ contact committee 
to join with us in an inquiry into the practicability of the plan. 

The action of the Presidents’ Conference, according to Mr. Galvin, 
does not carry with it any commitment at this time that all the 
railroads or any group of them will go into the freight station as 
planned by the Port Authority, but the opportunity was welcomed 
on both sides as pointing toward eventual sympathetic concurrence 
as to what is best for the Port of New York, he said. Continuing, 
Mr. Galvin said: 

The Port Authority has modified its original inland terminal 
program by making the proposed station a truly ‘union’ stafion, 
rather than ‘“‘universal.’’ In other words, any group of two or more 
railroads may be accommodated in the first station rather than our 
insisting that all trunk line carriers shall enter. Inasmuch as the 
freight handling problem is most pressing on Manhattan Island, the 
first union freight station would be located there. We already have 
advertised that bids for the operation of this station will be received 
until October 4th. 

The Port Authority, seeking to develop means of providing for 
the better handling of freight traffic, as long ago as 1925 offered 
what is officially known as the ‘Universal Inland Freight Station 
Plan.”’ This plan contemplated the ultimate construction of nine unl- 
versal inland freight stations on Manhattan Island, which would in 
turn mean the abandonment of numerous existing freight station fa- 
cilities of the railroads. The latter particularly include pier facilities 
on the East and North rivers. Apparently owing to the magnitude 
of the plan, railroad executives announced publicly after having con- 
sidered it that they were unwilling to give their endorsement. ‘ 

Further studies by the staff of the Port Authority, having in 
mind the fact that any plan, whether large or small, to be success- 
ful must be supported fully by all interests concerned—in this_in- 
stance the Port Authority, the railroads and the public—have led to 
the decision that as the first step toward any final objective one sta- 
tion of proper design and in a suitable location should be constructed 
and operated experimentally, in order that from the results of this 
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Between 


NEWARK = ZANESVILLE 


(OHIO) (OHIO) 


and the 5000 Miles of 
Electric Railway Territory 


OHIO - IND.- MICH. 


travels faster because it travels in small units leav- 
ing at frequent intervals. There are no waits 
in the freight yards, no delays while long trains 
are made up and switched, just speedy, dependable 
service. . . Service that means quicker deliveries 
and better satisfied customers. 


NO WAITING IN THE YARDS 
SWITCHING DELAYS 


2 to 15 Southern Qhio The Speed of 


Times Express 
Faster at the cost of 
Service Company 


(2) Freight 


May we send you a copy of our “Buyers’ 
and Shippers’ Guide” which contain ; 
valuable information regarding 
the scope of our service? 


SOUTHERN OHIO 
PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 





LLYLE E. BLAND 
Director of Public Relations 


Richards Building 


Zanesville; Ohio 
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Public Belt Railroad 


Improvements 


at the 


PORT o HOUSTON 


wees of the turning basin is 

located the classification yard. 
When this yard is completed it will 
have a capacity of 4500 cars. 


While 17 rail lines 
serve the Port of Hous- 
ton, there they meet and 
handle their business 
through the Public Belt 
Railroad, which enables 
traffic to be handled at a 
minimum cost and with 
minimum confusion and 
congestion. 


Every facility for the 
speeding up of cargoes 
is being put into effect 
at the Port. Therefore 
when you route goods 
via the Port of Houston 
—‘The gateway to the 
great Southwest Em- 
' pire’—you are assured 
of efficient and prompt 
handling. 


Address 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


5th floor, Courthouse 


HOUSTON - - #£=TEXAS 
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experiment all interests involved would be in a position to determine 
as to its merits. 

With one unit of the plan built and so operated, the results of 
the experiment would be used as a basis for determining whether 
further expansion of the inland station program would be desirable; 
that is, in the public interest and also advantageous to the railroads 
from the standpoint especially of economies. , : 

The first contact was established by the presidents’ committee, 
in conference with the Port Authority, the latter having been rep- 
resented by Mr. J. E. Ramsey, chief executive officer; Mr. Billings 
Wilson, deputy manager, and Mr. John C. Evans, terminal engineer. 

Information which Mr. Ramsey has been asked to furnish the 
committee in order that it might be informed concerning details not 
thoroughly understood, and also as the basis for further joint con- 
ferences, will be made available at an early date. Following this, a 
series of joint conferences probably will be necessary. Perhaps it 
also may be either desirable or necessary to develop additional data 
not now available to determine facts which the presidents of the 
railroads will require in studying the modified plan, including the 
location of the proposed unit, area of platforms, estimated capacity 
expressed in terms of platforms, number of stories, details of op- 
eration, etc. § sl : . 

Owing to the extreme importance of avoiding a misstep in con- 
nection with such an important matter, the railroad presidents 
obviously have deemed it advisable to approach the situation with 
great caution. This was evidenced by their well considered action 
in creating the contact committee and giving it almost unlimited 
scope of activity in the development of facts essential to a correct 
understanding. The situation is most encouraging. 





| Questions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, “ne is a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. A traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer questions relating to practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to 


> 


help him in his work. : i 
The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. 
Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 





Tariff Interpretation—Application of Proportional Rates 

Wisconsin.—Question: November 9, 1928, there was con- 
signed to this company from Nashville, Tenn., a wood filing 
cabinet, S. U., weighing 250 pounds. The shipper did not specify 
any routing instructions on the bill of lading. 

When the cabinet arrived, we received freight bill for $5.66 
covering transportation charges for the shipment. We contend 
that the shipment was overcharged $1.68, basing our contention 
by the rates as shown in Speiden’s Tariff I. C. C. 1055 and Jones’ 
223. The rate from Nashville, Tenn., to Evansville, Ind., is 
44 cents and from Evansville, Ind., to Two Rivers is $1.15. The 
railroad agents contend that we cannot use the local rate 
as shown in Jones’ 223 because there is a proportional rate of 
$1.21%, as shown in supplement No. 10 to Jones’ No. 109-D, 
I. C. C. 1880. 

We cannot agree with the agent that proportional rate must 
be used in this instance, in view of the fact that there are no 
through rates published from Nashville, Tenn., to our city. 
Therefore, it is our belief that Tariff Circular 18-A, I. C. C. tariff 
rule No. 5, section B, which reads as follows, governs: “If no 
specific rate from point of origin to destination of the through 
shipment is provided and no specific manner of constructing 
combination rate for it is prescribed, the lowest combination of 
rates applicable via the route over which shipment moves is 
the lawful rate for that shipment.” 

Will you please inform us who is right in this controversy, 
citing the decisions or rules for your opinion. 

Answer: Under the decisions of the Commission in Sandusky 
Cement Co. vs. Pa. R. R., 113 I. C. C. 737, and Indian Refining 
Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 112 I. C. C. 732, the proportional rate 
is the applicable rate on the shipment described by you. In 
the case first referred to the Commission said: 


Compainant contends that the applicable combination was the 
local rate to St. Louis and the factor beyond, which, treated by the 
combination rule as published in Agent Jones’ I. C. C. No. U. S. 1, 
produced a through rate of 40.5 cents. 

In Indian Refining Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 112 I. C. C. 732, 
Docket No. 15724, decided concurrently with the instant case, there 
was presented the question whether the establishment of specific 
proportional commodity rates from and to particular points re- 
moves the application of local commodity rates from and to the 
same points on traffic moving from and to such points as part of 
a through movement. We found that the proportional rates were 
applicable to the exclusion of the local rates. The facts in that case 
and in the one here considered are not identical but the same prin- 
ciple is controlling in each. 

We accordingly find that on cement moving from New York to 
St. Louis, as part of a through movement to Cape Girardeau, the 
applicable comronent to St. Louis was the proportional rate of 30.5 
cents which, added to the local rate beyond makes a total of 43 cents. 
As the combination rule applied only in connection with the local 
rate to St. Louis, the exclusion of the local rate by the proportional 
rate also had the effect of excluding any application of the rule. 


In the later case the Commission said: 


The important question here is as to what were the applicable 
rates available to be used as components of combinations. It is 
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a necessary premise to complainants’ contention that the loca) a 
proportional rates were equally available, or, in other words i! 
the tariff carried conflicting rates on the same traffic and that the 
shipper was entitled to use the one which resulted in the lowest 
charges. "% 

The primary purpose of a local rate is to apply to local Shipments 
of the commodity which it covers from and to the points specifies 
although in the absence of joint through rates or of Proportiona} 
rates of the same character between the same points, it applies op 
through traffic as well as local traffic. Our tariff rules do not author 
ize or permit the publication of conflicting rates. They provide that 
where a commodity rate is established between two points it removes 
the application of the class rate between the same points Without 
requiring the cancellation of the class rate. Our rules also authorize 
the publication of proportional rates and are silent as to the np. 
cessity for canceling the local rates between the same points for 
application on through traffic. Since the rules do not provide tha 
proportional rates conflict with local rates, it follows that the ¢. 
tablishment of a proportional commodity rate removes the applica. 
tion on through traffic of a local commodity rate on the same artici 
between the same points. 


























Tariff Interpretation 

Oklahoma.—Question: Southwestern Lines’ Tariff 123-B 
E. Johanson’s I. C. C. 1983, published to become effective Np. 
vember 20, 1927, carried certain incfeases on petroleum products 
from the origin groups to various destinations. 

Requests were made for the suspension of such increaseg 
rates and the Commission ordered the suspension of these rates 
for the usual seven months’ period to June 20, 1928. The par. 
ticipating carriers agreed to reinstate the rates to these par. 
ticular points that were effective prior to November 20, 1997 
This was agreeable to protestants and formal hearing was 
waived. Supplement No. 7 was published, bearing the following 
usual statement: 














By the terms of an order of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
issued at Washington, D. C., on November 19, 1927, in I. & S. Docket 
No. 3012 (a copy of which is shown on pages 3 and 4 of this sup- 
plement), the effective date of the rates referred to in said order has 
been suspended until June 20, 1928. Pending restoration or cancella- 
tion of said rates, those contained in Southwestern Lines’ Tariff No. 
123-A, J. E. Johanson’s I. C. C. No. 1741, and effective supplements 
will continue in force unless sooner lawfully changed. 














No supplements were issued affecting these suspended rates 
until supplement No. 19 to the tariff was issued to become 
effective July 12, 22 days after the expiration of the suspension 
order provided for in supplement No. 7, and on the title bore 
the following note: “Supplement No. 7 suspends portions of 
Southwestern Lines’ 123-B,” and on page 2 canceled a small 
portion of supplement No. 7, but made no mention of the other 
portions of the supplement, as an example, the rate to Columbia, 
Tenn. 

Supplement No. 21 to the same tariff was published to be 
come effective August 2 and names rates to the points to which 
rates were suspended, the same as were effective prior to No- 
vember 20, but does not show such rates are reductions. 

Our question is whether or not the same rate that was 
effective to Columbia, Tenn., as an example, on November 13, 
1927, was also legally applicable between the dates of June 2) 
and August 2. 

Answer: The period of suspension of the rates carried in 
Southwestern Lines’ Tariff 123-B by supplement No. 7 to that 
tariff, having expired on June 20, 1928, the rates published in 
this tariff became effective on that date and remained in effect 
until the publication of supplement No. 21, effective August 28, 
1928, which supplement was issued on one day’s notice under 
Special Permission 88300 of June 26, 1928. You state that sup- 
plement No. 21 does not show that the rates published therein 
are reductions, but you have evidently overlooked the sentence 
reading, “All rates are reductions, except as noted,” which 
follows the statement on page 4 of supplement 21, reading, 
“Refer to pages 99 to 121 of tariff, as amended, and make the 
following changes:” 

Tariff Interpretation—Two-for-One Rule of Classification— 


Rule 34 
Mississippi.—Question: Consolidated Freight Classification 
No. 5, page 151, item 15, classifies “cotton linters,” carload, in 
packages named, minimum weight 20,000 pounds; in Southern 
Classification, as class 6, subject to rule 34. Supplement No. 2 
to Exceptions No. 5 to classification, page 6, item No. 11, classi- 
fies cotton linters or regins as follows: Minimum weight 20,000 





































6, 30,000 pounds minimum, class 8; and 40,000 pounds minimum, 
as tenth class. 

From Greenville, Miss., to New Orleans, La., rates are 4s 
follows: Sixth class, 50 cents; eighth class, 38 cents, and tenth 
class, 28 cents. ; 

Shipper ordered 40 foot 6 inch car, with the expectation 
of loading the minimum of 44,800 pounds, in same, giving the 
usual and customary notice, and also with the expectation of 
being accorded the tenth class rate of 28 cents per hundred 
pounds. On account of carrier’s inability to furnish the 40 foot 
6 inch car as ordered, two smaller 36 foot cars were placed for 
the lading, one of which was loaded to full visible capacity 
and the overflow loaded in the second car; the contents of both 
the smaller 36 foot cars was capable of being loaded in the size 
car ordered—i, e., 40 feet 6 inches in length. 

Shipment reached destination (New Orleans) and weight 



















































































8 


and 
hat 
the 
vest 


ents 
fied, 
onal 
3 On 
hor- 
that 
Oves 
hout 
orize 
ne- 
> for 
that 
> OR 
Nica. 
ticle 


B, J. 
» No- 
ducts 


eased 
rates 
> Dar- 
2 par: 
1927, 
¥ Was 
owing 


\ission, 
Docket 
S$ sup- 
ler has 
neella- 
riff No. 
ements 


1 rates 
yecome 
yension 
le bore 
ions of 
, small 
e other 
lumbia, 


| to be- 
» which 
to No- 


rat was 
vber 19, 
June 2 


rried in 
to that 
ished in 
in effect 
gust 28, 
e under 
hat sup 
| therein 
sentence 
»” which 
reading, 
nake the 


ation— 


sification 
irload, in 
Southern 
nt No. 28 
11, classi- 
sht 20,000 

as class 
minimum, 


es are as 
and tenth 


xpectation 
piving the 
ctation 0 
r hundred 
he 40 foot 
placed for 
» capacity 


its of both 
in the siz 


nd weight 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 







“COME ALONG 
WITH THE COTTON | 
BELT - SOUTHWEST 


/ 





‘ 




























































































450 


on one of the cars was set up to 40,000 pounds at the rate of 
28 cents; the overflow in the second car the actual weight of 
the contents of the car at the same rate, or 28 cents, resulting 
in an overcharge. The actual weight of the entire shipment 
was 47,480 pounds, 27,996 pounds being loaded in the first car 
and 19,484 pounds in the second ear. The total weight, 47,480 
pounds, figured at the 28 cent rate, is $132.94. Destination agent 
assessed revenue at 40,000 pounds at rate of 28 cents on one 
car, and 19,484 pounds on the second car at 28 cents, making 
a total revenue of $166.56. 

Shippers contend that it was no fault of theirs that carriers 
were unable to supply cars of the size ordered, and that the 
two smaller cars, as furnished, were for carriers’ convenience, 
and so stated in bills of lading, which carriers signed, and that 
they should not be penalized for carrier’s inability to the extent 
claimed of $33.62. 

Where shippers in using 40 foot 6 inch cars do not load the 
minimum weight prescribed of 44,800 pounds, the minimum of 
44,800 pounds is applied, which is understood; however, due to 
carrier’s inability to furnish this size car, as ordered, and when 
shippers are capable of loading the tonnage in the 40 foot 6 
inch car that was loaded in the two smaller cars (36 foot cars), 
and for carrier’s convenience, the additional charge of $33.62, 
as applied in this case, appears unreasonable. 

Won’t you please let me have the benefit of your opinion, 
pointing out such decisions of the courts or Commission as you 
may be aware of, in which the question has been passed upon? 

Answer: Assuming that the provisions of rule 34 of Consoli- 
dated Freight Classification No. 5 are applicable to the shipment 
in question, under the provisions of section 1 of rule 34, charges 
must be assessed on the shipments in accordance therewith. 
The Commission’s Conference Ruling 339 seems to assume the 
presence of tariff provisions under which the rate and minimum 
applicable to the car ordered will be applied when a carrier 
furnishes two small cars in lieu of the larger car ordered by a 
shipper. However, charges must be assessed in accordance with 
the applicable tariff provisions, even though such provisions do 
not result in the assessment of charges on the basis upon which 
Conference Ruling 339 is predicated. 

However, in Dallas Transfer Co. vs. Southern Pacific Co., 
115 I. C. C. 658, the Commission held that defendants’ two-for- 
one rule was, and for the future would be, unreasonable, in that 
it failed, or may fail, to provide for the assessment of charges 
on the minimum weight provided for the larger car ordered, 
unless the actual weight exceeds such minimum, subject only 
to the proviso that the shipment could have been loaded in the 
car ordered. 

Inasmuch as it appears in this case that rule 34 of the 
Western Classification was the rule which governed the ship- 
ment covered by the Commission’s report in this case, it seems 
apparent that the Commission has found the provision of rule 
34 of the classification as it now reads, that charges be paid 
on the basis of the minimum weight on one of the cars, to be 
unreasonable. 


Freight Charges—Demurrage—Liability for 


South Carolina—Question: We will greatly appreciate an 
opinion relative to the following situation: 

Mill A sold to mill B, car 4/4 No. 3 B oak flooring dressed 
one side to % inch. B sold this car to C and C refused the car, 
saying it was dressed to % inch. A sold the car f. o. b. Y and 
was shown on the bill of lading as shipper. A puts B on notice 
that he would not be liabale for any charges other than freight 
from ,X to Y. The car remained at destination undelivered for 
many days and demurrage accrued, the car finally being un- 
loaded by the delivering carrier. 

Who is liable for this demurrage item—A, B or C? Can you 
cite any Interstate Commerce Commission rulings or court de- 
cisions to cover? 

Answer: While the consignee, by the acceptance of the 
goods, becomes liable for the payment of the freight charges 
thereon, the liability of the consignee does not depend in such 
a case on the assumption that the original shipper would not 
be liable, but on a new contract to pay the freight, evidenced 
in ordinary cases by the bill of lading and the reception of 
goods under it. There is no shifting of liability. The contract 
of the consignor and that of the consignee are not considered 
to be inconsistent with each other; each is an original contract 
based on a sufficient consideration. 

The carrier has a right to look for his compensation to the 
person who required him to perform the service by causing the 
goods to be delivered to him for transportation, and that person 
is generally, of course, the shipper named in the bill of lading, 
or the consignor. The receipt of the goods by the consignee 
likewise obligates the consignee to pay the freight charges. 


The above statements are, without any doubt, applicable to 
the freight charges on a shipment, and, in our opinion, the same 
principles govern in the case of demurrage or storage charges. 
See P. R. Co. vs. Kemmers, 73 Pa. Super. Ct. 588; Bewley-Darst 
Coal Co. vs. W. & A. R. Co., 87 S. E. 702 (Ga.), and B. & O. 
R. R. Co. vs. Luella Coal & Coke Co., 81 S. E. 1044 (W. Va.), 
in which the consignor was held liable for demurrage charges 
where the consignee refused the goods. 
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If the consignor is liable for freight charges by Teason of 

the fact that he is the party who required the carrier to Derforn 

the transportation service by causing the goods to be deliver; 

to the carrier for transportation, the consignor, it seems to , 

may likewise be held liable for demurrage charges accryjp, 

under this contract of shipment; that is, demurrage charges 
accruing prior to the delivery to and acceptance of the goo4, 
by the consignee. : 

C, the party to whom the goods were sold by B, cannot, in 
our opinion, be held liable for the demurrage charges, unig, 
there was a delivery of the car by the carrier and acceptancg 
thereof by C, which we do not understand to be the case. There. 
fore, either A or B may be held liable for the demurrage Charges 
which accrued. Unless the bill of lading shows that A Made 
the shipment for account of B, or in the event that B was poy 
shown in the bill of lading as the consignee, A is the party 
liable, in our opinion. See L. & N. vs. Central Iron and (oq) 
Company, 265 U. S. 59. 

B, as the party who ordered delivery of the shipment to ¢ 
may, in our opinion, be held liable for demurrage charges jy 
the event that there was no acceptance of the shipment by ¢ 

If B was shown in the bill of lading as the consignee og 
the shipment, it is our opinion that under the principle of the 
case cited in our answer to “Georgia” on page 938 of the Aprij 
14, 1928, Traffic World, under the caption “Freight Charges— 
Demurrage—Liability for,” B can be held liable for the demyr. 
rage charges even though the shipment was tendered to and 
accepted by C. 

The fact that A put B on notice that he would not be liabje 
for any charges other than freight from X to Y, does not affect 
the liability of A in so far as his liability under the contract 
of shipment with the carrier is concerned, but merely relates 
to his contract of sale with B. 

Tariff Interpretation—Absorption of Switching Charges 

Virginia.—Question: Your opinion and citation of any 
ruling on the following subject will be appreciated: 

A shipment moved from A to C through B, intrastate. A 
carrier published a rate from A to B, applicable only when for 
delivery on their rails at B. Later, a supplement was issued 
extending delivery to private or assigned sidings on the belt 
line at B and the belt line switching charge to be assessed for 
other deliveries. At the same time the carrier carried an item 
in their absorption tariff stating that the belt line switching 
charges at B would be absorbed when the freight revenue 
amounted to so much per car. 

There is no through rate, the rate being made A to B and 
B to C, the tariffs of both carriers and the commodity being 
subject to the application of Jones’ U. §. 1. 

The carrier has applied the combination of rates plus the 
belt line switching charge, and we contend that the switching 
charge should not be assessed. 

Answer: We do not see what application the provision in 
the tariff naming the rate from A to B, which, we understand, 
relates to deliveries at B, has on shipments moving from A to 
C through B. Apparently the belt line acts as an intermediate 
switching line between two carriers at B and, if so, the provi- 
sions of the absorption tariff, if any, relating to this interme 
diate switching charge, govern. 

Reconsignment—Application of Jones’ I. C. C. U. S. 1 to Recon- 
signment Shipments Subject to Tariff Rate to and from 
Point of Reconsignment 
Minnesota.—Question: Referring to your answer to “lli- 

nois” on page 341 of The Traffic World of August 11, 1928, con- 

cerning brick reconsigned from St. Cloud, Minn., to St. Paul, 

Minn. 

In Charles L. Bird, 92 I. C. C. 494, the Commission applied 
Jones’ 228 to a reconsigned shipment. 

Note 1 of rule 12 of the reconsigning rules provides that 
cars placed for unloading on public delivery tracks and refused 
will be considered as not having been set for unloading. 

It would appear that the facts in the case might justify a 
change in your reply. At any rate, the reconsigning charge 
under the circumstances is unreasonable and hence unlawful 
under Usher Bros., 120 I. C. C. 159. 


Answer: In Bird vs. Director-General, 92 I. C. C. 494, said: 


The tariff carrying the rule did not define ‘‘through continuous 
movement.’ Defendant takes the position that the rule did not apply 
to shipments not originally billed through to final destination, OT, 
in other words, that movement of a shipment unless so billed does 
not constitute “through continuous movement.’ But_ unless these 
words be construed to mean a movement uninterrupted through any 
cause whatsoever, a meaning which we cannot conceive defendant 
intended to imply, they cannot have any meaning broader than 
that of “through shipment,” that is, a shipment subject to the appli- 
cation of a through rate from point of origin to final destination, 
whether such rate be a joint rate or made by combination either 
of the local or proportional rates or under a rule such as that here 
considered. These shipments were not placed for unloading at Chi- 
cago and under the applicable reconsignment tariff were subject 6 
the application of the through rate from points of origin to fina 
destination. The rates made under the rule being applicable to 
through shipments, they were applicable here. 


It seems apparent from this case that where a shipment is 
not placed for unloading and the through rate from point of 
origin to point of final destination is applicable, the combination 
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NINETY-EIGHT YEARS 
OF PROGRESS 







As They Travelled in 1831 


SOUTH CAROLINA RATLROAD 


THE “BEST FRIEND™ 


As It is TODAY 













The First Locomotive built in the United States for actual service on a Railroad. 

Built at West Point Foundry Shops, in New York City, for the South Carolina 
Railroad (now part of the Southern Railway System)—arrived in Charleston by 
ship Niagara, October 23rd, and after several experimental trials, in November and 
December, 1830, made the first excursion trip, as above, on Saturday, January 
15th, 1831, being the anniversary of the commencement of the road. 






As It Was in 1854 


ORANGE &% ALEXANDRIA RR. 





NO DETENTION FROM ICE!! 


Omnibuses leave Washington City, at 6 o’clock, A. M., on the arrival of the Cars 
from Baltimore, to convey Passengers to Alexandria, where they can Breakfast, and 
take the Cars of the Orange & Alexandria Rail-road, and arrive at Gordonsville 
by 11 o'clock. 

The Trains of the Virginia Central Rail-road connect at Gordonsville, and will 
convey Passengers to Richmond, Charlottesville and Staunton; reaching the former 
place by half-past 2 o’clock, in time to connect with all the Lines going South and 


West. 
W. B. BROCKETT, 
December, 8th, 1854. Agent. 


Address inquiries regarding 
Southern Railway Service to 


E. R. OLIVER 


Vice-President in Charge of Trafic From the Northern Gateways at 

: Washington, Cincinnati and 
eeeccaceninn Louisville ... from the Western 
Gateways at St. Louis and Mem- 
phis ... to the Ocean Ports of 
Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, 
Brunswick and Jacksonville... 
and the Gulf Ports of Mobile and 
New Orleans . ... the Southern 
Serves the South. 


THE SOUTHERN SERVES THE 
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rule may be applied, that is, where there is a through move- 
ment. However, where a shipment has been placed for un- 
loading the rule may not be applied. 

Tariff Interpretation 

Michigan.—Question: We would like to have some advice 
on the construction of a certain freight rate. With respect to 
a carload of watermelons moving from Ousley, Ga., July 9, 1925, 
to Detroit, Mich., via A. C. L..-Montgomery-L. & N.-East St. Louis- 
Cc. & E. I.-Chicago-P. M., by referring to Agent J. H. Glenn’s 
Watermelon Tariff No. 6, I. C. C. A-414. we find a rate of 44% 
cents named to Cincinnati, with a proportional of 23% cents to 
Detroit, making a through rate of 68 cents; our authority for 
using Cincinnati as our rate construction point being found in 
the explanation at the top of page 236 of the original tariff to 
the effect that through rates are constructed by adding the 
proportional to the current rates from various shipping points 
to the gateways named and applying the lowest total. We find 
the further explanation that through rates so made may be ap- 
plied via any of the gateways beyond which proportional rates 
are named. 

It is contended by certain other parties that this through 
rate of 68 cents cannot be applied via East St. Louis. Our in- 
terpretation of the language used in explaining the use of these 
proportional rates leads us to believe that the through rate 
should be applied via East St. Louis. Kindly advise whether 
we are correct. 

Answer: In connection with the rates beyond the Ohio and 
Mississippi River crossings published in Agent Glenn’s tariff 
I. C. C. A-414, the following clauses are carried. 

To make through rates to points named below, add the follow- 
ing proportional rates to the current rates named in this tariff from 
— points to the gateways named below, and apply the lowest 
e Through rates as made from points located in territory ‘“A”’ 
may be applied via any of the gateways beyond which proportional 
rates are named. 

We find nothing in the tariff other than the above clauses 
which relate to the question you raise. It appears to us that 
the words “beyond which proportional rates are named” which 
are used in the second of the clauses above quoted, limit the 
application of the through rates composed of the factors to 
and beyond the Ohio and Mississippi gateways to gateways 
beyond which proportional rates are named, and that, therefore, 
in the instance you give, there being no proportional rates be- 
yond East St. Louis, the through rate constructed by adding the 
rate to an Ohio River crossing to the rate beyond that point, 
may not be applied via East St. Louis. Had it been the inten- 
tion to apply the combination of the factors to and from a given 
gateway via any of the gateways named, the clause should read 
as follows: “Through rates so made from points located in 
—— ‘A’ may be applied via any of the gateways named 
elow.” 

Delay—Liability of Carrier 

Minnesota.—Question: Can a railway company collect a 
switching charge when the switching was to be performed at a 
certain time and was not performed until 12 hours later? Has 
oo shipper any redress against the railroad for an act of this 

nd? 

Answer: The fact that a shipment is delayed while being 
handled in switching service has no bearing upon the collection 
of the switching charges. Only such damages as may have 
resulted from the unreasonable delay to the shipment may be 
recovered. Damages resulting from delay to a shipment unless 
resulting from a violation of the interstate commerce act, such 
as misrouting, must be sought in an action brought in a court 
of law, and not in a complaint before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. See Joynes vs. P. R. R., 17 I. C. C. 361. 
Demurrage—Computation of Free Time Where Shipment Han- 

died in Intra-plant Switching Service 

Minnesota.—Question: The N. P. and Soo Line both have 
trackage in our plant. The N. P. switched a car into our plant 
August 6, 1928, at 10 a. m. At 10:15 a. m. we ordered car 
switched over. to the Soo Line. The N. P. got the car at 11:30 
a. m. the same day. Now that car never showed up until 30 
hours later on August 7, 1928, about 3 p. m. on the Soo track, as 
we ordered it to be switched. When does demurrage start on 
this car? 

Answer: Section A-3 of rule 2 of Agent B. T. Jones’ Tariff 
No. 4-H, I. C. C. No. 2003, reads as follows: 


When a car held for loading or unloading is moved by railroad 
or private power to another point in the same yard or industry to 
complete loading or unloading, only forty-eight hours’ free time will 
be allowed, except that when the railroad makes a charge for such 
movement the time incident thereto shall not be computed against 
the car. (See Rule 7, Note 2.) 


Apparently this provision of the demurrage rules is intended 
to cover such a movement as that described by you, although 
the term “to complete loading or unloading’ would seem to 
imply that loading or unloading had been started at the point 
where the car was held for loading or unloading prior to its 
movement to another point in the same yard or industry. 

Under this provision the time incident to the movement 
from the point where originally held for loading or unloading 
to the other point, is not to be computed against the car. 
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Personal Notes 


T. B. Curtis, chairman of the membership committee of 
the Associated Traffic Clubs of America and past president ¢ 
the Traffic Club of Atlanta, was guest of honor and speak 
at a meeting of the Round Table Luncheon Club, an organiy,. 
tion of the senior heads of Atlanta industries, at the Atlanta 
Athletic Club August 22. He spoke on the educational actiy;. 
ties of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, stressing the 
importance of maintaining industrial traffic departments. 

A. W. Billington has been appointed general agent, Peorig 
& Pekin Union, at Detroit, effective September 1. 

P. H. C. Faber, former New England freight and passenge; 
agent, Wisconsin Central Line, died at Springfield, Mass, 
August 19. 

Arthur Wilson, Jr., has been appointed commercial agent, 
A. B. & C., at Savannah, Ga., succeeding W. R. Smith, resigned, 

F. R. Moore has been appointed agent, Advance Motor 
Transport Company, Inc., at Indianapolis. He was _ formerly 
traffic manager of the Crescent Paper Company, Indianapolis, 

H. T. Rickerson has been appointed general agent, Michigan 
Central, at Toledo, succeeding W. T. Stupp, on leave of absence, 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles held a meeting 
August 15. Earl W. Hill, vice-president, International Institute 
of Traffic, spoke on “The Responsibility of the Traffic Manager 
to Education.” He called attention to the necessity of a well 
organized traffic department in close cooperation with the sales 
and purchasing departments. He also talked on commercial 
aviation. Elizabeth Porter, of the Santa Fe, read a paper on 
“Can Carriers Collect Freight Charges on Shipments Which 
They Are Forced to Sell.” T. A. Loretz, president of the Los 
Angeles Transportation Club, was a guest. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City held its annual picnic 
at Swope Park August 23. W. L. Coleman, commercial agent, 
Frisco, was general chairman in charge of arrangements. The 
program included numerous contests and sports events, a basket- 
dinner and dancing. 





The Transportation Club of Decatur, IIll., will hold a meet- 
ing at Springfield, Ill, September 6, where they will be enter- 
tained by industrial.and railroad men. H. A. Converse, Spring: 
field attorney, will be among the speakers. 





Esther Whited, of the Overland Freight and Transfer Com- 
pany, vice-president of the Women’s Traffic Club of San Fran 
cisco, presided at the noon meeting of the club at the Women’s 
City Club August 16, in the absence of the president, Miss 
Edythe Johnson. J. A. Christie, superintendent of terminals, 
Santa Fe, spoke on “The Part that Women Play in Business.” 
Mr. Christie was accompanied by N. W. Hall, division freight 
agent, Santa Fe, and L. C. Krames, chief clerk. 





The Pacific Traffic Association will hold its annual outing 
at Woodacre Lodge, Marvelous Marin, near Fairfax, in conjunc 
tion with the traffic organizations of the San Francisco Bay 
district, September 16. Entertainment will include baseball, a 
swimming carnival, dancing and other sports. The annual bar 
quet will be held at the Palace Hotel, San Francisco, October 20. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club held a meeting at 
the Alexandria Hotel August 22. Congressman Phil. D. Swing, 
co-author of the Swing-Johnson Boulder Dam bill, spoke on 
“The Boulder Dam Project.” There was a. program of music. 





The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its annual all- 
day outing at Cog Hill Golf and Country Club August 30. 
Prizes have been provided. Dr. Ng Poon Chew will be the 
speaker at the. next meeting, August 30. His subject will be 
“China Today and the Future.” A discussion of “Port Differ 
entials” will be presented by the intercoastal committee. There 
will be a final discussion of revision of the by-laws. 





The Transportation Club of St. Paul will hold a picnic dit 
ner and dance at Long Lake Pavilion, beyond North St. Paul, 
August 30. Entertainment will include horseshoes, “kitten ball 
and other sports. 


U. S. CHAMBER TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

Railroad transportation problems of concern to _ business 
men will have a conspicuous place in the activities of the Chat 
ber of Commerce of the United States in the coming year, ac 
cording to the chamber’s announcement in its weekly letter to 
members. A new railroad committee has been appointed, UD 
der the chairmanship of C. W. Lonsdale, Kansas City, one of 
the directors of the chamber. The committee will hold a meet 
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SIDETRACKED! 


Modern business moves at a swift pace. It de- 
mands men who KNOW~—men who can DO. To 
such men it gives a clear right of way to the higher 
paying positions. The laggard—the fellow who 
merely THINKS he knows—is always sidetracked. 

If you have the necessary ambition, energy, and 
manhood, we can show you a proven plan whereby 
you can command the bigger positions in traffic, and 
enjoy the large salaries and prestige which accom- 
pany them. 

Why waste the best years of your life trying to 
acquire the necessary traffic knowledge through 
haphazard experience and routine work? Half the 
effort, intelligently directed, will positively guaran- 
tee your future. 

Take the main line way to traffic knowledge and 
success through— 


eg UE NMANCED Tet 


CA Single Subject Well Taught! 


You learn by actual tariff and case work. No theory. 
No book reading. Practical work only. 


Two separate courses: (1) Traffic Specialization 
(2) Traffic Law and Practice. 


Both courses available through Chicago evening resi- 
~¢ classes and by mail. Mail training available at 
all times. 


Fall Resident Classes 
Now Forming 


Write, phone or call today for full particulars, advis- 
ing course in which interested. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
Harr. 8649 Dept. P, 608-618 S. Dearborn St., Chicago 


WHEN YOU BUY A 
TARIFF FILE— 
BUY A GOOD ONE! 


WETZEL DROP FRONT TARIFF FILES 


“THE EASIEST WAY" 


Ti—Top Section 


Front Tariff Files 


T3—Tariff File Section With 16 3-Inch Drop Front Tariff Files 


T4—Tariff File Section With 12 4-inch Drop Front Tariff Files 


T5—Sliding Shelf Section 


T6—Two Drawer Storage Section 


T7—Low Sanitary Base Section 


Write us for information 


P. A. Wetzel Company 


Manufacturers 


SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 
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ing in Chicago, in September, on a day not yet agreed upon, 
to lay out a program in respect of its study of various problems 
respecting railway regulation, including the railway labor act, 
the Hoch-Smith resolution, and proposals for modification of 
section 15-a of the interstate commerce act. The making of 
the program has not yet, however, gone beyond the preliminary 
stage indicated in the foregoing sentence. The members of the 
committee, other than Mr. Lonsdale, are: 


A. R. Currie, vice-president, Ryan Fruit Co., Seattle; William 


J. Dean, president, Nicols, Dean & Gregg, St. Paul; F. C. Dillard, 
attorney, Sherman, Tex.; Samuel O. Dunn, editor, Railway Age, Chi- 
cago; Edward J. Frost, vice-president, William Filene’s Sons, Boston; 
R. C. Fulbright, attorney, Houston, Tex.; A. L. Humphrey, president, 
Westinghouse Air Brake Co., Pittsburgh; Dr. Emory R. Johnson, 
dean, Wharton School of Finance and Commerce, University of Penn- 
sylvania, Philadelphia; J. F. Reed, president, Minnesota Farm Bureau, 
Minneapolis; William P. Sidley, Cutting, Moore & Sidley, Chicago; 
R. S. Stubbs, vice-president, American Sugar Refining Co., New York; 
and Ezra J. Warner, president, Sprague, Warner & Co., Chicago. 


DIRECTOR OF PARCEL POST 


Postmaster General New has announced the appointment of 
Aaron W. Watts, who has had charge of cost ascertainment 
work in the Post Office Department, to the position of director 
of parcel post that was created by the postal rate revision law 
of May 29, 1928. As director of parcel post, Mr. Watts will give 
special thought and attention to the improvement and develop- 
ment of the system, and shall from time to time make recom- 
mendations, according to the Postmaster General. 

Mr. New also has announced the creation of a research and 
planning committee for the department and postal service. The 
purpose will be the consideration of general questions arising 
under existing conditions of service and those relating to new 
features, methods, functions and improvements of the service 
as a whole. The committee is composed of Officials of the 
department. 





SOUTHEAST ADVISORY BOARD 


The Southeast Shippers’ Advisory Board will hold its twenty- 
third regular meeting at Biloxi, Miss., September 7. Addresses 
will be made by the following: P. E. O’Dell, vice-president and 
general manager, Gulf, Mobile & Northern, “Southern Service”; 
L. O. Crosby, president, Mississippi State Board of Development, 
“The Advisory Board from a Shipper’s Viewpoint”; B. E. Eaton, 
» president, Mississippi Power Company; Mayor John J. Kennedy, 
address of welcome; W. C. Kendall, report of general trans- 
portation situation, and R. W. Edwards, report of conditions 
local to the district. Commodity committee reports, estimating 
car requirements in the various industries for the coming quar- 
ter, will be presented, and the railroads will report as to condi- 
tion of equipment and like matters. 


PAPER BOX TRAFFIC MEN MEET 

Traffic men of those members of the Paperboard Industries 
Association located in Central Freight Association territory met 
at Chicago, August 22, for the purpose of discussing rates on 
corrugated boxes and fiberboard from that territory to southern 
territory which went into effect as a result of the southeastern 
class rate case. No definite action was taken, but arrangements 
were made to hold a further meeting in September. There were 
ten representatives of the industry present. 


. THE A. T. C. OF AMERICA 


(The Traffic Club of New York Bulletin) ? 





We reprint elsewhere in this issue an editorial appearing 
in The Traffic World of June 23, commenting upon the national 
organization of traffic clubs. The organization is now six years 
old. It was formally launched in Chicago on May 16, 1922, 
although it had its inception at a meeting in New York held the 
preceding February. 

The fundamental purpose of the association was: 

(a) To obtain a point of contact between the various traffic 
clubs. 

-  (b) To stimulate the work of the individual clubs; to direct 
their activities in more serious and constructive channels with 
a definite purpose, and to organize new clubs in communities 
where it was advantageous. 

(c) That since the traffic club had become the principal 
forum before which was discussed the transportation problems 
of the day, it was believed that a national associatoin would 
afford a vehicle for concerted action on the principal problems. 

The New York Club withdrew from the national association 
about two years ago. The point which caused the rupture was 
the referendum of many resolutions calling for definite action 
which could not be taken by the New York Club, owing to its 
varied interests. 

In the development of the national organization this fact 
has been recognized. There are many problems that can be 
referred to the individual clubs for debate and crystallization 
of public opinion on which a vote is not essential. The submis- 
sion of such matters is only a stimulus to the local clubs to keep 
abreast with the times. There are problems on which the clubs 
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can go along together. One was taken up at the last meet; 
of the association; namely, political rate making. ag 

The efforts of the Associated Clubs along another ling 
now bearing fruit is the survey that is now being Conducted py 
the Department of Commerce to determine the relation of the ip 
dustrial traffic department to the elimination of waste ip indus 
try. Not only have the Associated Clubs been instrumenta| in 
getting the Commerce Department to undertake this study, }, 
are giving their wholehearted support to getting the informatio, 
that is so important for traffic men. 

The national organization is still young and events show 
that it is growing stronger each year. The association hag the 
indorsement of leaders in the traffic world. The New Yop, 
Club was a sponsor for the organization originally and has Some 
moral obligations in this direction. Now that the point whic, 
caused the rupture has been largely eliminated, it is felt that 
the New York Club should reenter the association. 

A committee, consisting of Messrs. Birkholz, Fitz-Patrig, 
Harkrader and Swope, has been appointed by the board of goy. 
ernors to give this subject consideration. Mr. Birkholz was th 
first general secretary of the association and Messrs. Harkrage 
and Swope were the first delegates. 


ROCK ISLAND PAY INCREASES 


Six thousand clerks and other employes of the C. R. I. &p 
were granted pay increases, August 20, aggregating approxi. 
mately $450,000 annually. The increases were retroactive ty 
June 1. Granting of the increases followed two months of 
negotiation between representatives of the road and’the Brother. 
hood of Railway Clerks and Freight Handlers. T. E. Sickers 
represented the United States Board of Mediation at the cop. 
ferences. According to the agreement, the clerks received ap 
increase of $7 per month; switchboard operators’ and miscel. 
laneous classes, $5 per month; and station employes, freight 
handlers and certain day workers, 2 to 2.5 cents per hour, 
J. V. McLean, general chairman of the clerks’ union, and vice. 
presidents L. C. Frith, F. D. Reed and W. H. Burns, of the 
Rock Island, were in charge of the negotiations. 


PANAMA RAILROAD EMPLOYES 


Although the United States owns every share of the capital 
stock of the Panama Railroad Company, the-employes of that 
railroad are neither clerks nor officers of the United States 
but employes of the railroad corporation, according to a ruling 
made by J. R. McCarl, the comptroller-general. He made the 
ruling on the request of the Department of Justice in connection 
with claims for fees and mileage made by employes of the 
railroad when summoned as witnesses for the United States. 
Mr. McCarl, therefore, said that employes of the railroad con- 
pany responding to subpcenas to attend court and give testi. 
mony were to be treated the same as persons not in the serv- 
ice of the government. 


FREE TRANSPORTATION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I have read the published extracts taken from Mr. McMan- 
amy’s report on the use and abuses of private cars and also 
your editorial comments concerning this situation. Your posi- 
tion with respect to this matter and also with respect to the 
furnishing of free transportation appears to me to be well taken. 
I would like to see the Commission make an investigation of 
the use of the pass issued by one railroad to employes and 
officials of other railroads. The railroads may be found to be 
too lenient. in that regard. No doubt the railroads would oppose 
any restriction or curtailment of that practice. If my memory 
serves me right, the railroads, in the early days, were opposed 
to the so-called anti-pass laws enacted by the various states. 
I don’t believe any‘ railroad official would want to go back to the 
old days when the distribution of free passes to shippers and 
other favored classes was a matter of common practice. 

The Commission might very well decide to obtain certain 
data as to the use of passes: For example, classification of 
passengers riding on passes as between employes, members of 
employes’ families, employes of other roads and members of 
their families, the number of passengers in each of these classes 
and the passenger miles produced. It would also be interesting 
to know the number of miles any railroad carries its employes 
who are traveling on business for the company and the trans- 
portation service which the company gives to its employes who 
are not engaged in transacting any of the company’s business 

Yours very truly, 
Madison, Wis., Aug. 15, 1928. Henry R. Trumbower. 





Editor The Traffic World: 

I have read the remarks contained in your editorial entitled 
“Free Transportation,” even though the subject does not di- 
rectly affect me. 

Since you ask for the views of railroad employes and others, 
you possibly will welcome the views of a former railroad em- 
ploye. 

It is common knowledge that the rate of compensation of 
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= # | The Cotton Concentration Company 
Incorporated 
Concentrators and Distributors of Cotton 
and General Merchandise 

‘al- 
Is Located at GALVESTON, TEXAS 
Osi- 
the The World’s Largest Cotton Port 
en. 
of 
re Six High Density Compresses, Capacity 6,000 Bales 
se Per Day. 
. Eoauippea with Sprinkler System Throughout. 
= Reiiabie Transportation at a Moment’s Notice. 
nd : 
; P arious Warehouses’ Storage Capacity 400,000 Bales 
- of Cotton. 
of ntegrity of Our Warehouse Receipts Is Unques- 
of tioned. 
: apacity of Tracks Serving Plants Over 500 Cars. 
“1 Fistablishea System of Service. 
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WE NEITHER BUY NOR SELL COTTON 

We Care Not “From Whence It Comes Nor 





Whither It Goes,” That’s Your 
Business and Yours Only 


GEO. SEALY J. GARRISON 
President Vice-Pres. and Gen’] Manager 












1928 THE TRAFFIC 







WORLD 











Finds Big Opportunity 
in Traffic Management 


‘*How can I stick to my present job and 
still advance to a responsible executive 
position ?’’ 

That was Walter Baker’s problem when, 
as traffic clerk with one of the largest whole- 
sale grocers in New England, he enrolled 
with LaSalle for home-study training in 
Traffic Management. 


“I had been handling traffic work for 
two years,’’ writes Mr. Baker, ‘‘but I reall 
had very little knowledge of what it was all 
about. Within one month after receiving 
the first lesson, however, I learned more 
about traffic management than I had picked 
up in two years’ experience. 

‘*As I progressed, my training in scienti- 
fic traffic management enabled me to make 
a complete study of the firm’s transportation 
methods and policies, with the result that 
I was able to make certain modifications 
which increased our selling area. Later I 
had opportunity to make an important study 
of warehousing and refrigeration. 


‘Since taking LaSalle training in Traffic 
Management, [ can claim entrance to the 
‘100% Club’—and what is probably of even 
more value, an acquaintance with numerous 
executives in the traffic field that I prize 
highly.”’ 

Mr. Baker is now Traffic Manager of his 
firm; also Chairman of the transportation 
committee of the Boston Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association; Chairman of the traffic group 
of the Retail Trade Board of Boston; and 
member of the New England Shippers 
Advisory Board. 


Send for Free Book — 
“Opportunities in Traffic Management” 

Are you eager to get ahead—in a profession that’s 
still uncrowded and that offers unusual opportunity 
to show results? 

The need for trained traffic men is great — and 
steadily increasing. Complete information is yours 
for the asking—clearly and interestingly told in a 
64-page book entitled, “Opportunities in Traffic 
Management,” which LaSalle will send you free. 

To many a man this book has been worth many 
times its weight in gold, for the reading of it has 
helped set him on the path to Fortune. 

What willit dofor you? Possibly a great deal! At 
least, it’s worth a careful ne Do your part by 
clipping and mailing the coupon NOW. 


os ees eis Find Yourself Through LaSalle!es aus om 
LaSalle Extension University f 


The World's Largest Business 
Training Institution 

Dept. 895-TR Chicago 

Tell me about your salary-increasing 

pies as applied to my advancement 

n the business field checked below. 

Send copy of ‘‘Ten Years’ Promotion 
in One,”’ all without obligation. 






OTraffic Management 
O Business Management 
O Higher Accountancy 
O Modern Salesmanship OC Modern Business 
O Railway Station Correspondence 
Management oO Telegraphy 
O Law—Degree of LL.B. ( Expert Bookkeeping 
DO Commercial Law OC. P. A. Coaching 


O Industrial Management [ Business English 

O Modern Foremanship (Commercial Spanish 

O Personnel Management OD Effective Speaking 

O Banking and Finance D Stenotypy—Stenography 
O Credit and Collection Correspondence 
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similar services. 
ject of “free transportation” to applicants for positions, and I 
have personally heard it told said applicants that the privilege 
was worth on an average of $10 per month. 
tion was accepted, even though the salary was less by at least 
.10 than the industrial scale. 


. 21205. A. Bosarge, Bayou La Batre, Ala., 


No. 


. 21212. 


employes of common carriers has always been and now is on 


lower scale than that paid by industrial organizations for 
The railroads have always stressed the sub- 


Invariably the posi- 


To illustrate the point I have in mind: An eastern carrier 


made a practice of giving employes a lunch check each day 
that was honored at some neighborhood restaurants. 
practice was stopped the railroad 


When the 
increased all salaries $10 
r month, which brought the salaries of those employes up 
the level paid by other carriers, establishing the fact 


that the railroad never did give lunch checks away at its own 
expense. 
riers do not give their employes anything free, and if the privi- 
lege were canceled there would be a general exodus of railroad 
employes to other fields, or salaries would have to be increased 


So it is with so-called free transportation. The car- 


meet the industrial scale. There would be no saving, in my 


humble estimation. 


The pass privilege tends to help the employes with the 


carriers, thereby increasing the general efficiency. Were the 
privilege canceled or further restricted than it is now, it would 
create a spirit of hostility and dissatisfaction that would not, 


say the least, do either the carriers or the shippers any good. 
I have no thought of changing your mind on the subject, 


but it strikes me there is some common sense to the angle which 
I have dwelt upon. 


J. L. Williams, Traffic Manager, 
Edgar Brothers Company, 
. The Edgar Plastic Kaolin Company, 
Lake County Clay Company. 
New York, N. Y., Aug. 21, 1928. 








Digest of New Complaints 


. 21019. o>. No. 1. J. A. Forsythe et al., Denver, Colo., vs. Santa 
Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates on salt, from Kansas points to Colorado 
points. Asks rates for futtre and reparation. 


vs. Louisiana Ry. & 
Nav. Co. et al. 

Unreasonable rates or charges on petroleum and its products, 
frem Clinton, Tex., and Shreveport, La., to Bayou La Batre, Ala. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

21206. Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, 
Santa Fe et al. 

Alleges that rates made effective July 14 as result of decision 
in Consolidated Southwestern Cases between St. Joseph and Kan- 
sas City, Mo., on the one hand, and Kansas points on the other, 
are unreasonable and in violation of section 3 in that undue 
preference is given to points within Kansas such as Atchison, 
Topeka, Wichita, Salina, etc., on shipments made to and from 
points in Kansas, and members of complainants at St. Joseph 
and Kansas City are unduly prejudiced; violation of section 13 
of the act also alleged. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


Mo., et al. vs. 


. 21207. Chappel Bros., Inc., Rockford, Ill., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 


Charges in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 13 of the act, 
on horses, suitable chieflly for slaughtering purposes, from points 
in Montana, Wyoming, Dakotas, Nebraska and Minnesota to 
Rockford, Ill. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


. 21208. Hargreaves & Co. et al., Topeka, Kan., vs. C. R. I. & P. 


et al. 
*Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on brick, from 


Vale, Mo., to Robinson, Kan. Asks cease and desist order and 
reparation. 

. 21209. Aalfs Paint & Glass Co. et al., Sioux City, Ia., vs. Santa 
Fe et al. 


Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on window 


glass, from points in Kansas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas and 
Louisiana to Sioux City, Ia. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 
" _— Bay Chemical Co., Inc., New Orleans, La., vs. A. C. I. 
et al. 


Rates in violation of sections I and 3 of the act, on muriatic 
acid, from Weeks Island, La., to Key West, Fla., as compared 
with rates from East St. Louis and Chicago, IIll., and Lockland, O. 
Asks rates for future. 

21211. Wisconsin Bridge & Iron Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. Illi- 
nois Terminal et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first four sections of the act, 
also section 6, on angles, beams, bars, etc., from points in Penn- 
sylvania to North Milwaukee, Wis., fabricated and shipped to 
Alton, Ill. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

D. Calamari Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Missouri Pacific et al. 

Rates in vioulation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on pecans, in 
the shell, from New Roads and Glynn, La., to Chicago, Ill. Asks 
reparation. 

21213. Liberty Weekly, Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on shipments 
by freight of Liberty Weekly, from Chicago, IIll., to interstate 
destinations. Asks rates, ratings and services for future. 

+ ae Vulean Detinning Co. et al., Sewaren, N. J., vs. A. C. 
= 2. GC al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on tin plate 
scrap, from points in Canada, and many states of U. S. to 
Sewaren, N. J., Neville, Canada, and many states of U. S, to 
Sewaren, N. J., Neville Island, Pa., and Streator, Ill. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 


. 21215. Chamber of Commerce of E. St. Louis, Ill, vs. Santa Fe 


et al. 

Rates, charges and practices in violation of sections 1, 3 and 
13 of the act, on oil, petroleum and its products, less carloads, 
from E. St. Louis to points in Missouri, as compared with rates 
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from St. Louis; same allegation as to feed, grain, grain 
salt, seed, fruits and vegetables. Asks rates for future 

No. 21216. Capital Construction Co., 
Louis & Suburban et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act 
on gravel, from Jedburg and Glencoe, Mo., to O’Fallon, I]. Asks 
cease and desist order and reparaion. 

No. ee The Jaeger Machine Co., Columbus, O., vs. Hocking Valley 
et al. y 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on conerg, 
mixers, from Columbus, O., to Branson, Mo. Asks rates for fu 
ture and reparation. 

No. 21219. Stockland Road Machinery Co., Minneapolis, Minn. Vs 
Cc. M. St. P. & P. et al. ; es 

Illegal rates on road making implements, from Minneapolis t, 
Biwabik, Minn., via interstate route. Asks reparation. 

No. 21220. C. M. Green, Rogers, Ark., vs. C. R. I. & G. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on contractors’ second-hand equipment 
from Amarillo, Tex., to Delaney, Ark. Asks rates for future anj 
reparation. 

No. ly | ace Co. et al., Fort Wayne, Ind., vs, B, & 

. et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on Saw-logs 
from various Ohio points to Fort Wayne and Columbia City, Inq 
Asks rates for future and reparation. . 

No, — Carpenter Paper Co. et al., Omaha, Neb., vs. Santa Fp 
et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 of the 
act, on book printing paper, printing paper, wrapping paper, Vege. 
table parchment and waxed wrapPing paper, paper stockboard 
paperboard, pulpboard, strawboard, pasteboard, blotting paper and 
paper pulpboard egg case fillers, k. d., from Cumminsville, Dayton 
Franklin, Hamilton, Miamisburg, Middletown, and West Carroll: 
ton, O., to Omaha, Neb., Kansas City, Mo., Wichita, Kan., Okla. 
homa City, Okla., and other points. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. 21223. Traffic Bureau, Moline (Ill.) Association of Commerce et a] 
vs. Alton & Eastern et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on bituminous 
coal, from mines in Indiana and western Kentucky to Moline, East 
Moline, Rock Island and Silvis, Ill., as compared with rates to 
Chicago and other points in Illinois, Indiana and Kentucky. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21224. The Pfaltzgraff Pottery Co., York, Pa., vs. Pennsylvania, 

Unreasonable charges on clay, from Charlestown, Md., to York, 
Pa. Asks cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 21225. Kaydeross Paper Co. et al., Rock City Falls, N. Y., vs, 
Kaydeross Railroad Corporation et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 6 of the act, on boxboard, 
from West Milton and Rock City Falls, N. Y., to Ridgefield, N. J., 
as compared with rates from such points as Watertown, Carthage 
and Glens Falls, N. Y. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21226. Tampa Shipbuilding & Engineering Co., Tampa, Fia., vs. 
A. C. L. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on unfabricated iron and steel articles, from 
poionts in Alabama, Tennessee and Pennsylvania in that they are 
as high as rates on fabricated articles. Asks for reasonable rates. 

No. 21227. American Cotton Waste and Linter Exchange, Boston, 
Mass., vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

Alleges fourth class rates on cotton card strippings, cotton 
noils, cotton spinners, cotton rovings, and garnetted cotton stock, 
are unjust and unreasonable to the extent they exceed fifth class, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, subject to rule 34 in official classification 
——.” Asks for fourth class, minimum 20,000 Ibs., subject to 

ule 34. 

No. 21227, Sub. No. 1. American Cotton Waste and Linter Exchange, 
Boston, Mass., vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

Unreasonable rating and rates on cotton motes, and cotton 
sweepings, in official classification territory. Asks for sixth class, 
minimum 24,000 pounds, subject to rule 34. 

No. 21228. Creomulsion Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., vs. Southern Ry. 

Unreasonable rate on glass bottles, from East St. Louis, Ill, 
to Griffin, Ga. Asks for reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 21229. Pabst Corp., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al. 

Unreasonable rate on cheese, from points in Wisconsin to points 
in California, Oregon and Washington. Asks for reasonable rate 
and reparation. 


21230. Massasoit Manufacturing Co., Fall River, Mass., vs. New 
England Steamship Co. 

Rates on cotton mop heads, from Fall River to New York City 
in violation of the first and third sections of the interstate com- 
merce act. Asks for reasonable and nonprejudicial rates and 
reparation. 


No. 21231. Novadell Process Corp., Buffalo, N. Y., vs. Belt Ry. Co. 
of Chicago ef al. 

Unreasonable and illegal rates on flour bleaching compound be- 
tween points in New York, Illinois, Minnesota, and points in 
official, western and southern classifications, particularly in Illinois, 
Tennessee, Colorado, Missouri and Minnesota. Asks for reason- 
able rates and reparation. 

No. 21232. J. P. Strader et al., doing business as Canadian Hog Co. 
Canadian, Tex., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates on hogs, from points in Kansas, Oklahoma 

and Texas to Imperial and San Diego, Calif. Ask for reparation. 
21233. John P. Squire & Co. et al., East Cambridge, Mass., vs. Bos- 
ton & Albany et al. 

Unreasonable and unduly prejudicial rates on mahogany saw- 
dust, from Carteret, N. J., to points in Massachusetts prior to 
December 11, 1927, and to New Haven, Conn., at present. Ask 
for reasonable rate to New Haven and reparation on shipments 
to that point and to destinations in Massachusetts. 

21234. Caruso, Rinella, Battaglia Co., Inc., Schenectady, N. Y., VS 
Norfolk Southern et al. 

Unreasonable rates on cabbage and beans, between points in 
North Carolina, Virginia, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, New 
York, Vermont, Ohio, West Virginia, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan 
and Kentucky. Asks for reasonable rates and reparation. 


Products, 
Des Moines, Ia., vs. Eg 


No. 


No. 21235. Oshkosh Traffic Assn. et al., Oshkosh, Wis., vs. Great 
Northern et al. 

Unreasonable and unduly prejudicial rates on Jtumber, from 
points in Oregon and Washington, to Oshkosh and Fond du Lac, 
Wis. Asks for reasonable rates. 

No. 21236. Henry C. Munger et al., trading as Moore & Munger, NeW 
York, N. Y., vs. Atlantic & West Point et al. 

Unreasonable and illegal rates on paraffine wax, from Casper 
Wyo., to Oakland City, Ga. Ask for reparation. 

No. 21237. Thilmany Pulp and Paper Co. et al., Kaukauna, Wis., V5- 


Nelson & Albemarle et al. — 
Illegal rate on crushed soapstone refuse, from Lloyds Siding, 
Va., to Kaukauna, Wis. Ask for reparation. 
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Note. Items in ‘the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


September 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
1. & S. 3145—Fresh Meat and Packing House Products from Balti- 
more, Md., to Roanoke, Va. 
September 5—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Waters: 
17517—Rates on chert, clay, sand and gravel within state of Georgia. 
——e Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. B. & A. Ry. et al. (further 
earing). 


September 5—Huntington, W. Va.—Examiner Clarke: 
20882—McDowell County Wholesale Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
September 5—Richmond, Va.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20919—Bedford Pulp and Paper Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 
September 5—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
21014—-Connell and Laub vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
September 6—San Antonio, Téx.—Examiner Fleming: 
1. & S. 3117—Elimination of routes on live stock from Texas to 
Central and Western points. 
September 6—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
19623—W. J. Small et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
a re ~ Drake (Humboldt Elevator Mills) vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 
September 6—St. Paul, Minn.—Examiner Johnston: 
1. & S. 3139—Switching at St. Paul and Minneapolis, Minn. 
September 6—Norfolk, Va.—Examiners Glenn and Hill: 
9771 (and Sub. 1)—Norfolk-Portsmouth Freight Traffic Commis- 
sion vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
20852—City of Newport News, Va., vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
September 6—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Clarke: 
20967—The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
21119—The Procter & Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
September 6—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Fiedler: 
20821—Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20855 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 8, incl.)—Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. 
vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. of Texas. 
September 6—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Pyle: 
I. & S. 3146—Delivery charges on cotton at Memphis, Tenn. 


September 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
17432—Marion M. Carnes, Olathe, Kans., vs. A. T. S. F. Ry. et al. 
‘2110i1—Gable Johnson Jury Co. et al. vs. A. F. & G. R. R., R. D. 
Crawford and W. W. Beall, receivers et al. 
September 7—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Johnston and Crowley: 
* 1. & S. 3149—Grain and grain products between W. T. L. territory 
and points in N. D., S. D. and Mont. 
September 7—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Binkley: 
21026—Carbon Limestone Co. vs. Penna R. R. et al. 
September 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
20630—J. Fred Amsden vs. Can. Natl. Ry. et al. 
September 7—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner McGrath: 
20315—Peninsula Exchange, Inc., vs. Aroostook Valley R. R. et al. 


September 8—Evansville, Ind.—Examiner Clarke: 

—se Broom Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 

September 8—Pueblo, Colo.—Examiner Fiedler: 
20957—-N. O. Nelson Manufacturing Co. vs. M. P. R. R. et al. 

September 10—Greensboro, N. C.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20928—Froeber-Norflect, Inc., et al. vs. Sou. Ry. et al. 

September 10—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
20552—Southern Traffic and Audit Assn. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 
21038—Southern Traffic & Audit Assn. vs. I.-G. N. R. R. et al. 

September 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
21125—Manhattan Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

September 10—Greensboro, S. C.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20928—F roeber-Norfleet, Inc., et al. vs. Southern Ry. et al. 


September 10—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Johnston and Crowley: 
21003—State of North Dakota, doing business as State Mill and 
Elevator Assn., vs. C. G. W. R. R. et al. 
September 10—Steubenville, O.—Examiner Binkley: 
21046—Buckeye Rolling Mill Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
September 10—Decatur, Ill.—Examiner Clarke: 
20965—F rank B. Clinton et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
21090—A. E. Staley Mfg. Co. vs. T. & N. O. R. R. et al. 
September 10—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Pyle: 

20772—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. et al. 

21143—Jackson Traffic Bureau for Jackson Fertilizer Co. vs. A. B. 
&C. R. R. et al. 

September 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Bardwell: 

14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

15463—-St. Louis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

l. & S. 2097—Rates to Southwestern Destinations. 

lI. & S. 2271—Rates to Southwestern Destinations (further hearing, 
respecting lawful rail-ocean, ocean-rail, and rail-ocean-rail rates 
for application from and to the points embraced in respective 
proceedings). 

September 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 

21006—Ajax Paper Mills, Inc. (W. E. Greenwood and Vincent R. 
Hann, receivers) vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

21130—Pittston Paper Corporation vs. Lehigh Valley R. R. 


September 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
21056—The Beacon Milling Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


® — No. 1)—Flory Milling Co., Inc., vs. D. L. & W. R. R. 
et al. 


September 11—Columbia, S. C.—Examiners Hill & Glenn: 

* 1. & S. 3124 (and ist and 2nd supplements)—Routing via Hampton 
& Branchville R. R. on traffic between C. F. A. territory and 
points on A. C. L. R. R. in S. C. 


September 11—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
1 alveston Commercial Assn. vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry. et al. 
20685—The Cooper Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. & N. R. R. R. et al. 
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September 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
20946—Brown County Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. ‘ 
September 11—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Pyle: 
21142—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
September 11—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
20457—John E. Booth Lumber Corp. vs. Cent. Vt. Ry. et al. 


September 11—Atlanta, Ga.—Asst. Director of Traffic Pitt: 
Fourth Section Application 13470. 


September 12—Madison, Wis.—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
15030 (Sub. No. 1)—Oscar Mayer & Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al, 


September 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
58—White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry, et al 
14953—A. B. A. Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
17001—Manhattan Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (furthy 
hearing). 
September 12—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
20954—-Metal and Thermit Corporation vs. N. Y. N. H. & HRR 


et al. 
21091—Sawbrook Steel Castings Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al, 
September 12—Amarillo, Tex.—Examiner Fiedler: 
21072—Perryton Equity Exchange et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al, 
September 12—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Binkley: 
20923—Commercial Milling Co. vs. G. T. W. Ry. et al. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
20723—The F. J. Lewis Mfg. Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


September 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Carney: 
* 14750—North Platte Light & Power Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et a 
September 12—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Fuller: 
13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 
14416—Little Rock Board of Commerce vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15463—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & R. R. R. et al, 
1. & S. 2097 and 2271—Rates to Southwestern Destinations (further 
hearing, respecting lawful rates on stoneware, in carloads, from 
and to points embraced in respective proceedings). 


September 13—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Johnston and Crowley: 
20914—Illinois Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
20731—Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. etal, 


September 13—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20962 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 4 incl.)—W. E. Austin Machinery Co, vs, 
S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
21008—Marble Products, Inc., vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 


September 13—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Pyle: 
21127—Southern Pine Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


September 13—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
20906—W. H. Daugherty & Son Refining Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. 
September 13—Rock Island, Ill.—Examiner Clarke: 


21099—Rock Island Chamber of Commerce, Traffic Bureau, et al. 
vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 


September 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
* 1. & S. 3154—Cement from Martinsburg, W. Va., and Security, Md, 
to H. & F. R. R. stations. 
September 14—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Fiedler: 
l. & S. 3143—Petroleum from Colorado, Tex., to Louisville, Ky. 


September 14—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 

a + tae Beaumont, Trinity & Sabine Ry. vs. I1.-G. N. RR 
et al. 

September 14—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
21015—The Virginia Cellulose Co., Inc., vs. N. & W. Ry. et al. 
21035—Virginia Cellulose Co. vs. Southern Ry. et al. 

September 14—Chicago, Ill—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
20911—-Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
21007—-Chicago Bridge & Iron Works vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 


September 14—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 

Portions of Fourth Section App. Nos. 2060 and 2073, filed by Agent 
J. F. Tucker, relative to rates on zinc dross, ashes, skimmings 
and residues from C. F. A. territory to Phillipsburg, N. J., etc. 

* 1. & S. 3147—Petroleum and petroleum products from Kansas, Mis- 
souri and Oklahoma points to Colorado points. 


September 14—Traverse City, Mich.—Examiner Binkley: 
20987—-Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
20237—Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

Septemee 15—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 

940—Robert Gaylord Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 
20955—Indiana Coke & Gas Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al 

September 15—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20412—Fulton Bag & Cotton Mills vs. Southern Ry. et al. 

September 15—Chicago, Ill—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
20939—Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 

September 15—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Fiedler: 

21019—J. A. Forsythe, an individual doing business under the name 
of aaa Oil Co. or Forsythe Mercantile Co., vs. C. B. & Q. RB 
et al. 

a 2 tae Williamson-Hazeil-Frasier Co. et al. vs. O. S. L. R. B 
e " 


September 15—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
l. and S. No. 3133—Storage-in-transit at New Jersey points. 


September 17—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
20913—Texas Cement Plaster Co. vs. K. C. M. & O. R. R. of Te 


et al. 
21050—Schaefer Griffin Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 


September 17—Houston, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
20864—Humble Oil & Refining Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


September 17—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 

1. & S. 3127 (and 1st, 2nd and 3rd sups.)—Hosiery from Souther? 
points to points in Southern, Official and Western Classification 
territories. 

September 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
19455 _— Sub. 1)—North American Cement Corp. vs. B. & O. R. R 
et al. 
(Further hearing.) 
September 17—Chicago, Ill.—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
20912—Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 


et al, 
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Wley: 
R. et al, 
Mackey. site fii . 
J Rye ‘ The great State of Texas, with its modern cities, fertile fields, roll- 
ai, (turthy ing plains and its almost unlimited natural resources and rapidly 
increasing population, offers much to the manufacturer seeking a 
& HERR greater outlet for his product. To properly service this territory, 
et al. it is almost essential that contact be made from a headquarters 
et al, located in the Southwest—preferably Texas. 
If you are considering establishing a factory or wholesale facilities . , 
in this territory, the Southern Pacific Lines offer you a distinct for sat Gane 
By. eta service in the way of concise information relative to location and will oT pen 
7. transportation advantages throughout the leading cities of the rn _ 
cs state. 
al. 
oe 
Dads, from ee *€ 4 ° : 
| : Address All Inquiries to J. C. MANGHAM, ‘Industrial Commissioner 
W ey: . 
Xt. R. et al, T 
Ty Co, vs, OU HERN ACIFIC INES 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 
Ls 
au, et al 
rity, Md, ° ° ’ 
Ke Now in Service! 
N. RR 
Ka THE FINEST TRAINS IN THE WORLD 
- The “New The “New 
sf | NORTH WES Corn K 
«| NORTH WESTERN ORN KING 
sa8, Mis 
LIMITED LIMITED 
CHICAGO - ST. PAUL - MINNEAPOLIS CHICAGO - OMAHA - SIOUX CITY 
we The elegance of its furnishings, the FEATURES This train of splendor, operating 
ty. et al distinctive appointments provided ae aed over the only double-track railway 
for comfort, the smoothness of its oe to Omaha, which is protected by 
operation, its superb cuisine, the eer yaad automatic train control all the way, 
wail high character of its personnel, all PE provides an overnight journey that 
ORR contribute to make a journey on New North Western type is unequalled in restfulness, safety 
: this fine equipage the utmost in : , 
4 RR Luxurious Club Lounge and elegance. 
travel comfort. Famous Table d’ Hote ‘ 
Dinner P 
i Lv. Ch o « « © GOP. 
. Lv. Chicago . . . . 6:30P.M. Porehenent Shaied Lights spay 
y: . ee ae Lv. Oak Park . - - 6:21P.M. 
of Tex Lv. Evanston (Davis St.) 6:49 P.M. Servidor Service 25 AM 
Ar. St. Paul 7:00 A.M. Electric Cigar Lighters Ar. Omaha a se WL. 
° ~ ££ & 8 Latest type ventilating, | —— 
Ar. Minneapolis. . . 7:35A.M. lighting and heating Ar. Sioux City . . . 8:15A.M. 
outhert C. A. CAIRNS, Passenger Trafic Mer. CHICAGO & TICKET OFFICES 
fication A. R. GOULD, Asst. Pass’r Traffic Mer. 148 S. Clark St. - Tel. Dearborn 2323 
Une Sees NORTH WESTERN 22222-22222 
y RR M. R. LEAHY, General Passenger Agent Passenger Terminal,Tel. Dearborn 2323 
shia 226 West Jackson St., Chicago, Ill. RAILW AY Pass’r Information, Tel. Dearborn 2060 
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* 20912, Sub. 1—Chamber of Commerce of Fargo, N. D., vs. A. & E. 


R. R. et al. 


September 17—Jackson, Mich.—Examiner Binkley: 
21139—Northern Indiana Brick Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 


September 17—Mobile. Ala.—Examiner Pyle: 
18062—-Mobile Chamber of Commerce and Business League vs. A. 
& V. Ry. et al. 
18456—Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
Portions of Fourth Section App. Nos. 601 et al, filed by A. & V. 
Ry. et al. 
September 17—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Clarke: 
21059—Erwin Ingram et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20165—Baker Ice Machine Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17922—Carolina Bagging Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
ae” we Weber & Co., Ltd., vs. Texas & New Orleans R. R. 


et al. 
I. & &. 3096—Newsprint Paper from Lake Charles, La., to La. points. 


September 17—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
'34—-New Jersey Coated Paper Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


September 17—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Money and Esch: 

17000—Rate Structure Investigation: Part 8—Cottonseed, Its Prod- 
ucts and Related Articles. 

1. & S. No. 2759—Cottonseed and related vegetable products from 
a territory to Central, Eastern and Southern terri- 
ories, 

1. & §S. No. 2820—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official 
Classification territory. 

1. & S. No. 2884—Vegetable Oils and Oil Foods from Texas to Ft. 
Wayne, Ind., and Buffalo, N. Y. 

1. & S. No. 2926—Vegetable Oils in Official Classification territory. 

1. & & No. 2995—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official 
Classification territory. 

1. & S. No. 3035—Cottonseed from La. Ry. & Nav. stations to Shreve- 
port and Bossier City, La. 

1. & S. No. 3036—Cottonseed Hull Fibre or Shavings from S. W. 
points to Miss. and Ohio River gateways, etc. 

1. & S&S. No. 3067—Cottonseed and other Vegetable Oils from the 
Southwest to interstate points. 

1. & S. No. 3098—Cottonseed and Vegetable Oils from Texas Com- 
mon points to Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass. 

I. S. =, No. 3121—Cotton Linters from the Southwest to interstate 
points. 

14594—-American Linseed Co. vs. B. R. & P. et al. 

14683—Spencer Kellogg & Sons vs. B. R. & P. et al. 

15425—International Vegetable Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

16300 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 5, incl.)—Armstrong Packing Co. vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. 

16528—Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al. 

16587—Lever Brothers Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al. 


16928—Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights vs. B. & O. et al. 
“— _— Sub. No. 1)—American Linseed Co. et al. vs. N. Y. S. & 
. et al. 
17339—C. F. Simonins’ Sons vs. C. I. & W. et al. 
17457—Hunphreys-Godwin Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. et al. 
18026—Arkansas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. et al 
18379—Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
18405—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. Q. et al. 


18841—Alabama Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. L. & N. R. R. 
18890—Lever Brothers Co. vs. B. & A. et al. 
18935—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
19069—Arkansas Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. vs. C. R. L & P. et al. 
19068—The Blaton Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19141—Refuge Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al 
19162—Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 
19165—Procter & Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. 
19169 (and Sub. No. 1)—California-Arizona Ginners’ and Crushers’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Apache Ry. et al. 

19176—National Cottonseed Products Corp. et al, vs. A. & V. Ry. 
19194—-Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
19245—Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 
19270—Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al. 
19307—National Cottonseed Products Corp. vs. A. & N. W. et al. 
19325—Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
19336—Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al. 
19533—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. Sou. Pac. et al. 
19551 (and Sub. No. 1)—Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. C. I. & W. et al. 
oe ee Oil Mills vs. Va. & Caro. Sou. R. R. et al. 

raco Milling Co vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
“a — Sub. No. 1)—Wilson & Co., Inc., of Oklahoma vs. B. & ©. 

et al. 

20130—Buckeye Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
20142—Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
20161—The Best Foods, Inc., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
20696—Armour & Company et al. vs. A. & S. et al. 
20596 (Sub. No. 1)—Wilson & Co., Inc., of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. et al 
a 1” se Plate Glass Co., Linseed Oil Division, vs. Santa Fe 


et al. 

21010—Swift & Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 

21138—Armour & Company vs. A. & S. et al. 

21151—Rome Oil Mills vs. Cent. of Ga. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section App. 4241 et al., involving rates on cottonseed; cot- 
ton linters and cottonseed hull fibre or shavings; cottonseed meal, 
cake, etc.; and other vegetable oils. 


eer 17—Washington, D. C.—Exmanier Sullivan: 

inance No. 7017—Application of Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. for 
authority to issue capital stock, and of the B. & O. R. R., C. 
& 0, By. C.N. 0. & FF. Ry., Cc. C. 6. & St. lL. By., ln & N. 
R. R., N. & W. Ry., and Penna. R. R. for authority to acquire 
control of the Cincinnati Union Terminal Co. by purchase of 
capital stock. 


September 18—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Fuller: 
1 onsolidated Southwestern Cases. 

14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
(further —— respecting lawful class and commodity rates 
for application between Chicago, Zion, North Chicago and Wau- 
kegan, Ill., and all points in Wisconsin and in the upper Penin- 
sula of Michigan on the one hand, and points in Kansas, Mis- 
souri, south of the Missouri River, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas 
and Louisiana, west of Mississippi River, on the other hand). 


September 18—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 


: or eee Valley Farm Equipment Assn. et al. vs. B. & O. 
. R. et al. 
19494—Federated Metals Corp. vs. T. C. Ry. et al. 


September 18—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 


i. & S. 3141—Routing from points on C. R. R. of N. J. and Reading 
Co. to New England points. 


September 18—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Clarke: 


1. & S. 3142—Switching charges at Louisville, Neb. 
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September 18—Chicago, Ill.—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
= ome Sub. 1)—Midwest Wool Trade Assn. vs. A. & R. RR 
et al. 


September 18—McAlester, Okla.—Examiner Fiedler: 
20830—Kali-Inla Coal Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 
21031 (and Sub. 1)—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma ys, AT 
& S. F. Ry. et al ’ 


September 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17643 none as. No. 1 and 2)—Wm. Fraser, Jr., Inc., vs. A. ¢ 1 
a et al. 
18016—Wm. Fraser, Jr., Inc., vs. D. L. & W. R. R. et al. 
18165—Wm. Fraser, Jr., Inc., vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 


ae eo nm, Ill.—Chairman Campbell and Examiners Faul 
an ur: 
19610—Switching rates in Chicago Switching District. 
1. & S. 2900 (and ist supplement)—Switching rates between points 
in Chicago and Chicago Heights District. 
20006—Illinois Slag & Ballast Co. vs. C. W. P. & S. R. R, et a) 
(further hearing). 


September 19—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Carney: 
21155—Maguire Coal Co. vs. A. & S. R. R. et al. 


September 19—Boston, Mass.—Examiner McGrath: 
21021—Chaffee Brothers Company vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. 


September 19—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
a" Sub. 1)—Charles Dennery, Inc., vs. H. & T. OC RR 
et al. 
a ae Sub. 1)—Ft. Worth Gas Co. et al. vs A, T. & S. F. Ry, 
P } 


September 19—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
20613—Anchor Coal Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
— a Nos. 1 and 2)—Allhoff Bros., Inc., et al. vs. A. & EB 

= i, Of Gh. 
18183—-Intrastate Rates on Coal to East St. Louis, Il. 
17994 (and Sub. 1)—Perry Coal Co. et al. vs. A. & S. R. R. et al. 
18268—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & S. R. R. et al, 
(further hearing). 

September 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

18034—Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. et al. vs. A. C. R. R. et al. 


September 19—Fort Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Binkley: 
21043—Berghoff Products Co. vs. N. Y. C. and St. L. R. R. 


September 19—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner Clarke: 
9732 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 6 incl.)—American Fruit Co., Inc., et al 
vs. Black City, Black Hills & Western R. R. et al. 


September 20—Washineton, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
-20253—Canton R. R. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


September 20—Tifton. Ga.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
718—South Georgia Traffic Bureau, Tifton, Ga., for F. C. Burnett 
vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
Portions Fourth Section Application Nos. 703, 1530 and 2045, 
20920 (and Sub. 1)—South Georgia Traffic Bureau for C. H. Strang- 
ward vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 


September 20—Chicago, Ill—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
1. & S. 3088 (and Supplements 1 to 3, inclusive)—Cans, iron, steel 
or tin, in Illinois and Western Trunk Line Territories and be- 
tween those territories and Central territory. 


September 20—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
17535—Higginbotham-Bartlett Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 


September 20—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19841—Cumberland Cement & Supply Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al 
20199—-The Busse Brick Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. 


September 20—Logansport, Ind.—Examiner Binkley: 
20984—G. Caroso & Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 21—Boston, Mass.—Examiner McGrath: 
21141—-Shelburne Cooperative Creamery Co. vs. Rutland R. R. et al 


ee 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
144 (and Sub. 1)—Barrett Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 21—Aberdeen, S. D.—Examiner Clarke: 
oro Bureau, Chamber of Commerce, et al. vs. Gt. Nor. 
y et al. 


September 21—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19501—John Arko et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
19756—Glidden Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
7 ae Paint & Varnish Mfgrs.’ Assn. et al. vs. A. C. & 
. Ry. et al. 


September 21—Crawfordsville, Ind.—Examiner Binkley: 
20989—The City of Crawfordsville vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. 


September 22-——Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
19831—Patterson Produce Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20273—Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

September 22—Tampa, Fla.—Examiners Glenn and Hill: 
21025—Dann-Gerow Co., Inc., et al..vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 


September 22—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Fiedler: 
21023—-Oklahoma Steel Castings Co. vs. M. P. R. R. et al. 


September 22—Florence, Ala.—Examiner Pyle: 
‘Ware Brothers Agency vs. Chicago & Alton R. R. et al. 


September 22—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17854 (and Sub. No. 1)—Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs 
A. T. & &S. F. Ry. et al. 
18264—-Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18299—Kansas Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 22—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Binkley: 
16496—National Car Coupler Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (further 
hearing, in respect to the issues of reparation on shipments other 
than those covered by orders of reparation heretofore entered). 
21140—Muncie Foundry & Machine Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al 


September 24—St. Paul, Minn.—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 10, Hay. 
16502—Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of South Da- 
kota vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
19222—-Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al 
Fourth Section Application 13040—Hay from South Dakota (further 
hearing). 
September 24—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
17612—Apex Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
as ~~ eee Wall Paper and Paint Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
y. et al. 
18123 (and Sub. 1)—Tex-Mex Jobbing House vs. L. V. R. R. et al 
(Further hearing.) 
September 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
20277—Rates on Bituminous Coal from points in Mo. to Kansas 
City and St. Joseph, Mo. 


September 24—Chicago, Ill.—Examiners Johnston & Crowley: 
20532—Colonial Salt Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
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Merchandise Storage — Low Insurance Rates 
Pool Car Distribution 
Freight Forwarders and Distributors 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





City Delivery Service, Twice Daily 
Prompt and Efficient Service 
Excellent System of Stock Records and Reports 


Members: American Chain of Weschouns, American Warehousemen’s Association, Traffic 
Club of K.C., Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, United States Chamber of Commerce. 


WRITE US FOR INFORMATION AND RATES 


(a BP, 





OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 
OCEAN SERVICE 
PROPOSED SAILINGS 


(Subject to change without notice) 




















__ Ports ‘“‘Haiti’’} “Achilles” “‘Halti’’ | A Steamer “Halti’’ A Steamer 
NEW YORK.SI. July 11 July 26 August 4| August 17 August 31 | September 14 
8T. THOMAS..| July 17 (Leaves |August 10 (Leaves September 6 (Leaves 
ST. CROIX..... July 17 | Norfolk, Va.,| August 11|Norfolk, Va.,| September 7 | Norfolk, Va., 
ST. KITTS..... July 18 4 days August 12 4 days September 8 4 days 
ANTIGUA...... July 19 before August 13 before September 9 before 
GUADELOUPE. | July 20} New York) | August 14 ew York) | September 10} New York) 
DOMINICA..... July 21 August 15 September 11 
MARTINIQUE..| July 21 August 15 September 11 

8T. LUCIA..... July 22 August 16 September 12 
BARBADOS.... | July 23 August 16 September 12 

TRINIDAD... Arr. July 25 August 5 | August 18] August 27 | September 14| September 24 
TRINIDAD. . Ly. “July 25 August 19 ee September 15 
GRENADA...... July 26 August 20 September 16 

ST. VINCENT... “‘Tuly 26 August 21] ~—~—~—~«| September 17 
DOMINICA... “July 27 August 22 September 18 
GEORGETOWN. August 8 August 30 September 27 
PARAMARIBO.. August 10 September 1 September 29 
CAYENNE...... August 12 September 3 October 1 
HAMPTON 

ROADS. . . Arr. August 1 August 28 September 24 

NEW YORK. Arr.| August 2 _ ¢ ‘August 29 September 25 


De 
FOR RATES, PERMITS, AND FURTHER INFORMATION APPLY TO 


OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 


WHITEHALL sone 17 BATTERY PLACE, NEW Leen, NEW YORK 
LEPHONE BOWLING GREEN 970! 
NEW YORK ‘TERMINALS: PIER 52, EAST RIVER 
MONTREAL, P. Q. HAMPTON ROADS, VA. 
Ocean Conteten Sthamevies a. — Ltd. Checege Shiopieg, — 


1111 Board of Trade B Citizens Bank 
Montreal, P. Q. Norfolk, Va. 

































0] Ship by Water 
WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los eae San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 


FROM 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 
SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 
For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 
WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Baltimore, Md. Philadelphia, Pa. Pittsburgh, Pa. Norfolk, Va. 
39 South St. Drexel Bldg. Oliver Bldg. Law Building 


And at our Branch Offices at ports of call, etc. 
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September 24—Wichita, Kans.—Examiner Fiedler: 
20999—Wichita Flour Mills Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
September 24—Boston, Mass.—Examiner McGrath: 
21018—Edmund D. Codman vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 
September 24—Bismarck, N. D.—Examiner Clarke: 
1066 (and Sub. 1)—Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State 
of North Dakota vs. B. F. & I. F. Ry. et al. 
September 24—Miami, Fla.—Examiners Hill and Glenn: 
20080—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry. 
September 24—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Pyle: 
20925—G. P. Rose, Jr., vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 


September 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
20392—The Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Southern Ry. 
September 24—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
a | Wichita Chamber of Commerce et ‘al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. eta 
14865—The Hinde & Dauch Paper Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 


a ae 24—Fort Worth, Tex.—Examiner Simons: 
12358—Texas Livestock Shippers’ Protective League et al. vs. 
rector General, as agent, A. & S. Ry. et al. 

11018—Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. D. G., A. & W. Ry. 


et al. 
a + eee of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo., vs. A. & W. Ry. 
et al. 
13619—Ross Bros. Horse and Mule Cw. et al. vs. U. P. R. R. et al. 
13627—Burnett-Yount Horse & Mule Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
1. & S. 2389—Rates on horses and mules to, from or between South- 
western pts. 

1. & S. 1483—Horses and mules from Kansas City, Mo., and Wichita, 
Kans., to New Orleans, La., Memphis, Tenn., and other points. 
13237—In the Matter of Interstate and intrastate rates for trans- 
portation of ordinary live stock from points in Nebraska to Omaha 
and S. Omaha, Neb., in their relation to rates on the same com- 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


POSITION WANTED—tTraffic manager or assistant, twelve years 
transportation, age 30; alert, ambitious, capable and proficient. Ad- 
dress A. W. L. 106, care Traffic World, Chicago, IIl. 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic manager last fifteen years large 
industry lately merged into another corporation, seeks new connec- 
tions; wide traffic experience and acquaintanceship U. S. and Can- 
ada. Address T. I. B. 124, care Traffic World, Chicago, IIl. 


Di- 

















TRAFFIC MANAGER—Fourteen years’ experience, rates, routes, 
classification and rate adjustments, car service, claims, etc., at pres- 
ent managing department. Desire connection with greater possi- 
bilities. Can furnish excellent references. Address F. M. C. 122, care 
Traffic World, Chicago, IIl. 








WASHINGTON, D. C. 


When in Washington, Eat Well Seasoned, Home Cooked Food at 


THE AVENUE CROWN 
Across the Street from I. C. C. BLDG. 


1727 Penna. Avenue N. W. 


Chicago’s and Kansas City’s Most Modern Warehouses 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE an? 
2000 Carload POOL CAR CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Crooks TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 


Ceeeaee, ILL. KANSAS CITY, MO. 









Do You ang iin 


(1) Rent teams and trucks? (2) Distribute pool cars? 
(3) Make daily deliveries to suburbs as well as 
to all parts of Chicago? 


JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


Established 1857 1020 South Canal Street, Chicago 





MEMBERS A.W.A. O.W.A, 


a 


TERMINAL 


SUNIL OS BETTER BYUSINESS 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 
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modity, in C. L., from points in Neb. to Kansas City and gt, J 
seph, Mo., and Sioux City, Ia. - 
12268—Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of S. D. 


& N. W. Ry. et al. =< 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 461, 462, 621, 673 and 678. (Furth 
hearing.) = 


September 24—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Fuller: 
13535—-Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R, 
14416—Little Rock Board of Commerce vs. A. & S. Ry. et il 
15463—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et g) 
1. & S. 2097 and 2271—Rates to Southwestern Destinations Crush 

hearing, respecting lawful rates on canned goods, in Carloads, 
from and to points embraced in respective proceedings), 


September 25—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et a) 
‘ere Louis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et a) 
& S. 2097—Rates to Southwestern Destinations. 
rs S. 2271—Rates to Southwestern Destinations (further hearing, 
respecting lawful rail-ocean, ocean-rail, and _rail-ocean-rail rate, 
for application from and to the points embraced in respectiy, 
proceedings). 

September 25—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
20465—Murray Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

September 25—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Pyle: 
21097—Standard Sanitary Manufacturing Co. vs. Abilene & South- 

ern Ry. et al. 

as ey ty 25—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Johnston: 

1. & S. 3138—Chipboard, Fiberboard and Pulpboard from Gulf ports 
to Eastern points. 

September 25—Washington, D. C.—Chief Examiner Butler: 
16750—National Poultry, Butter & Egg Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. RR 

et al. (further hearing). 

September 25—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19847—Cook, Swan & Young Corp. et al. vs. A. N. R. R. et al. 
20221—Barrett Co. vs. N. Y. S. & W. R. R. et al. 
20444—Federal Metals Corp. vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. et al. 

September 26—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Johnston: 

1. & S. 3148—Petroleum and its products from points in Wyoming 
to S. D., N. D., Mont., Ia., Minn. and Neb. 

September 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 

1. & S. 3140—Coal from Southern Region mines to Washington, D. ¢. 

September 26—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
9998—Lawson Rubber and Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. A. & R. 

R. R. et al. 

September 26—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Pyle: 

Il. and S. No. 3134—Crushed Stone from High Bridge, Ky., to 
Southern points. 


September 26—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 


et al, 


19487—-Scharff-Koken Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
September 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20124—The Columbus Packing Co. vs. N. & W. Ry. 


September 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
1. & S. 3136—Class and commodity rates via Baltimore and Carolina 
S. S. Co. of Baltimore City. 


September 28—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19480—Inland Waterways Corp., operating Miss. -Warrior Service 
et al. Ws. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
September 29—Longview, Tex.—Examiner Fleming: 
20909—East Texas Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. etal. 
October 1—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Carter: 
1. & S. 3112—Coal from New England Ports to Interior New Eng- 
land points. 
— ~*~ "a 1)—New England Traffic League et al. vs. B. & A. 
. eta 
21121—State of Connecticut vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 


October 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
21022—John W. Eshelman & Sons vs. Can. Nat. Rys. et al. 


October 1—Chicago, Ill—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 10, Hay. 
16502—Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of South Da- 
kota vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
19222—Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
a — Application 13040—Hay from South Dakota (further 
earing). 


October 1—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Fleming: 
a Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al. vs. A. & L. M. Ry. 
© ; 


October 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Carney and Mackey: 
13535—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & R. R. R. etal. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
(further hearing respecting lawful rates for application between 
Atchison, Leavenworth and Kansas City, Kan., and St. Joseph 
and Kansas City, Mo., on the one hand, and points in Kansas, Mis- 
souri, south of the Missouri River, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas 
and Louisiana, west of Mississippi River, on the other hand). 

21206—The Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo., et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


October 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Simons. 
12358—Texas Livestock Shippers’ Protective League et al. vs. Di- 

rector General, as agent, A. & S. Ry. et al. 
11018—Wichita Board of Commerce et al. vs. D. G., A. & W. By. 


et al. 
a nee of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo., vs. A. & W. Ry. 
et al. 
13619—Ross Bros. Horse and Mule Co. et al. vs. U. P. R. R. 
13627—-Burnett-Yount Horse & Mule Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. 
1. & S. 2389—Rates on horses and mules to, from or aeween | ‘South- 
western pts. 
1. & S. 1483—Horses and mules from Kansas City, Mo., and Wichita, 
Kans., to New Orleans, La., Memphis, Tenn., and other points. 
13237—-In the Matter of Interstate and intrastate rates for trans- 
portation of ordinary live stock from points in Nebraska to Omaha 
and S. —— Neb., in their relation to rates on the same com- 
modity, in C. from points in Neb. to Kansas City and St. Jo- 
seph, Mo. = ey Sioux City, Ia. 

12268—Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of S. D. vs. ©: 
& N. W. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section Applications Nos. 461, 462, 621, 673 and 678. (Further 
hearing.) 

October 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
20975—J. L. Weinberg vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


October 3—Seattle, Wash.—Commissioner Lewis & Atty. Examiner 
Barclay: 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 463 


pe TRANSMARINE LINES 
|| Save 607 Direct Service 


' i “ LOS ANGELES (witmington—Berth 188) 
cant on ever SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 41) 
OAKLAND pashan eevee Street Pier) 


I, Nog iM jugust 25, 1928 


d St. Jp. 


tr 
heat C alr ] © ad From Intercoastal 
spective PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 


Served by: 
A Railroad 
Central Railroad of New Jersey 
Lehigh Valley Railroad 


September 5 


Leading shippers have saved 30 to 60% of 
the cost of bulkbinding or carloading by 
using the Signode Steel Strapping method. 
It is easier, quicker and shipments are 
safer. Applicable for carloading boxes, 
barrels, bales, cartons, crates, etc. 


Steamer 


SUCARSECO 
September 19 SUSPEARCO 
October 3 SUNEWCO 
AND ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS THEREAFTER 


Ask for shipping expert to call or send a Gulf-Intercoastal 
ee Se MOBILE, ALA. (RitnanPStits ocks) Steamer 


° ° A t 30 *SUSCOLANCO 
Consolidated Steel Strapping Co. September 13 SUGILLENCO 
2613 N. Western Avenue, Chicago, III. 


September 27 SULANIERCO 


the Sealed Steel Strapping 


TRANSMARINE LINES 
Port Newark Terminal - Nassau St.. New York City 
Carolina @ de com ee ee a a one nd, Pittsburgh, 
a [| LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 163 NATIONAL 
w Eng- CALIFORNIA CONCERNS 
B. & A. MAINTAIN BRANCHES AT 


Telephone Mulberry 4300 Telephone Rector 0020 
Agencies: Buffalo, Cifenge, tse Angeles, miapite, 
Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 


Francisco, Seattle 


Service 


ith Da- 


. et al. 
further 


M. Ry. 


. et al. 
_ et al. 
etween 
Joseph 
s, Mis- 


urther 


Los Angeles and San Francisco 
Free and U. 8. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 


Space leased for Private Warehouse, Office — aot 
Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Re 


We can serve you in some capacity in Les Angeles er ll Francisee 
and would suggest that you pane Be your file by requesting 
the rates for our specialized service. 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 


DENVER, COLORADO 


FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
Free switching to warehouse. We specialize in the DISTRIBUTION of 
local and pool car shipments. Insurance rates 15 cents. Loans ne- 
gotiated. Office rentals. The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 


DALLAS 


BECAUSE of its strategic location for serving promptly 
and economically the 12 Million people and 6 Billion 
Dollar Market of the great SOUTHWEST. 


A new scale of rates from the producing centers of the North and 
East into the Southwest and a new mileage scale of rates within the 
Southwest make it advantageous for manufacturers to ship carload 
into Dallas and to distribute from Dallas at a minimum transporta- 
tion cost. A highly developed | eat car system, moter truck and 
Interurban lines and overnight 


express deliveries provide service 
from Dallas that is answering 
the problems of competition. For 
complete information write — 
INDUSTRIAL DALLAS, INC. © Se -PeclveMilion rope 


1129 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. aE: Billion Dollar Market + « «ee 


PANAMA MAILS. S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 
Scheduled Sailings via Panama Canal 
From SAN FRANCISCO and LOS ANGELES te HAVANA and NEW YORK 
EASTBOUND SAILINGS 
From San Francisco From Los Angeles 
Sept. 3 
Sept. 24 
Oct. 8 
Oct. 22 
pry regular sailings for Mazatlan, Champerico, San Jose de 
Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, La Union, Corinto, Amapala, 
Puntarenas, San Juan del Sur, Balboa and Cristobal (Panama) and 
Buenaventura. 
Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 
Through rail export bills of lading issued in transcontinental 
territory via San Francisco and Angeles harbor honored to all 
West Coast Mexican and Central American ports. 
—OFFICES— 
140 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, Ill. 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N. Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 
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17000—Part 5—Rate Structure Investigation. Furniture in so far 
as it embraces the classifications, ratings, rates, charges, rules, 
regulations and practices pertaining to the interstate transporta- 
tion of furniture. 

“as ee eee of Rates on Furniture. 

1. 2828—Metal Furniture in C. F. A. Terry. 

teens Heyarood: Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

18835—Grand Rapids Show Case Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

19306—Heywood- Wakefield Co. et al. ky A. & V. Ry. et al. 

20022—-Mayer & Co. vs. L. I. R. R. et al. 

so ae Wakefield Co. vs. _ ‘oe LiL. R. RB. et al. 
& S. 3102—Classification Ratings on Furniture Frames. 

2orte Jackeon Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 

21061—I. Addison, Trading as Florida Mattress Factory, et al. vs. 


A. & R. R. R. et al. Lower 
21087—The Stationers Corp. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. ‘ : 
21118—Heywood-Wakefield Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al., y your packing 
Portions Fourth Section Appl. 2057 et al. (further hearing). ; i and shi 

and receivers thereof. < 7 Ppin 
21135—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. ; ; F cots, Write for 

October 3-4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: ° x urther info 

Finance No. 6409—In the Matter of the Joint Application of Great One Different |® mation, 

Northern Pacific Ry. and Spokane, Portland & Seattle Ry. for ' 

authority to the first-named company to acquire control by lease Products BEMIS BRO. BAG C0 


and to operate the railroad of the latter company; to issue capital 
p ntock and assume certain liabilities, seasidiaaa side seen ST.LOUIS, MO. 

inance No. n the Matter of the Application o e Grea 
Northern Pacific Ry., Northern Pacific Ry. and Great Northern Branches and Sales Offices in nearly all the 
Ry. for authority to the first-named company to acquire control larger cities. See your phone book, 
of the other two companies by purchase of capital stock and to 
lease their railroads. 

October 5—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* “_ pong Sub. No. 1)—lIllinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. A. V. I. 

y. eta 


* 18025—O14 — Coal Corp. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. e e 

October 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Commissioner Lewis and Atty. Ex- 

aminer Barclay: 
17000—Part 5—Rate Structure Investigation. Furniture in so far 
as it embraces the classifications, ratings, rates, charges, rules, 


regulations and practices pertaining to the interstate transporta- 
tion of furniture. 

18323—-Investigation of Rates on Furniture. 

1. & S. 2828—Metal Furniture in C. F. A. Terry. 

18868—Hey woods Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


18835—Grand Rapids Show Case Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 2 

19306—Hey wood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. Established 1884 

20022—Mayer & Co. vs. L. I. R. R. et al. 

20597—Heywood- Wakefield Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

1. & S. 3102—Classification Ratings on Furniture Frames. D + AND ~ & > Inc 
20726—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. ” ° e9 . 


21061—I. Addison, Trading as Florida Mattress Factory, et al. vs. 





A. & R. R. R. et al. 
aie Mates teen. on, P.M. Oe. ot 27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. 
21118—Heywood-Wakefield Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al., 
and receivers thereof. Boston Offices 
21135—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 2S 
Portions Fourth Section Appl. 2057 et al. (further hearing). 92 State Street 


October 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19594—-Transfer of Freight within St. Louis and E. St. Louis by 
dray and truck for and on behalf of railroads. 
1. & S. 2934—Off-Track Station and Constructive Receipt and De- 
livery of Freight at St. Louis, Mo., and E. St. Louis, IIL 
* 18025—Old Ben Coal Corp. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
October 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
~ a 93—Publication of Rates on Traffic Between U. S. and 
‘anada 


October 12—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* 19911—Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights on behalf of Amer- 
ican Manganese Steel Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 

* 20032—Loose- Wiles Biscuit Co. vs. M. & St. L. R. R. et al. 

* 20146—Penn Facing Mills Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

* 20367—Phoenix Horse Shoe Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 















UTICA, N. Y. 





In the Heart of New York State 


Broad Street Warehouse Corp. 


Utica is the Most Natural and Practical Point 
for Warehousing and Distribution 
in Central New York 


Also Freight Rate Breaking Point 
on Eastern Shipments 


Auto Trucking Service to all Leading Cities and Suburban 
Towns Radiating out of Utica, N. Y. 


C & A TERMINAL WAREHOUSE Co. 


Connection with tunnel 
service to depots and 
central location give 
speediest deliveries at 
minimum cost. 


358 W. Harrison St., Chicago 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouses Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jobbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


589 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


We Bind The Traffic World 


Oh CK i 
In Best Grade Buckram for $2.25 Per Volume (26 Numbers) 


Prompt Service and Quality Work Guaranteed 
We also Bind All Kinds of Publications 


The Book Shop Bindery 


350-364 West Erie Street Chicago 








PHILADELPHIA, PA. 






UNION TRANSFER CO. 








DELIVERY sussipiary PHILADELPHIA LOCAL EXPRESS 
Complete;}FORWARDING [Service | tssbtabe wer etnies Atoms 
WAREHOUSING Dally Delivery Service in Philadelphia and te 250 Surrounding 


Tewns at Lowest Minimum Delivery Charges 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


WASHINGTON CHICAGO: 
MILLS BUILDING 418-430 S. MARKET ST. 
Phone, Main 3840 Telephone State 8635 


PMA 
POONER 
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The only files really designed 
for the functions files perform 


Automatic V Expanding 


Tariff Files 


Speed filing and 
reference— 
make filing 
more accurate, 
reference easier 









Counter High Tariff File, with 
3 Automatic V Expanding Tar- 
iff File drawers. Tariffs are 
filed vertically, making  refer- 
ence easy. Also furnished in 
Extra Capacity Files, 4 drawers, 
and desks, as desired. This is 
No. 3500 T, 42” high, 11%” 
wide, 2414” deep. 


AKE the two uses to which files are 

put—reference and storage. In ref- 
erence filing or storing, the drawer glides 
forward—contents are vertical as with 
other good files; the clerk’s hand runs to 
the desired folder, pulls it forward. The 
drawer expands automatically, opening at 
the proper place. In drops the tariff, thin 
or bulky, without cramming. Similarly 
with reference. The desired folder is 
opened in the same automatic manner. 
With the sheets vertical and tilted at a 
convenient angle—the whole front form 
of a tariff can be read without removal 
from the drawer. Time is saved in both 
cases, accuracy in filing gained, and, with 
the files so easy to consult—no employee 
guesses when the information’s available. 


— 


To close, simply 
push as_ with 
other files. 


T= 
Tariff files have 


the tariffs held 
vertical. 


Find out about these outstandingly effi- 
cient tariff files. How the exclusive ex- 
panding feature makes filing faster and 
more accurate—and how it also gives 
25% actual greater filing space in the 
same floor space and height—is explained 
in catalog ——-. Write for it. 


The Automatic File & Index Ce. 
E. 10th St., Green Bay, Wis. 


Factory Branch Displays at Chicago, Milwaukee, Detroit 
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THE BALTIMORE & OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL R.R.CO, 


(BALTIMORE & OHIO SYSTEM) 


If location is the prime factor or an essential 
requisite, we can meet the most critical re- 
quirements. Due to our advantageous geo- 
graphical location can offer choice sites in 
any of the several manufacturing districts. 


THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO SYSTEM 
THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO, 
TERMINAL RAILROAD 


CHICAGO, ILL. Unexcelled 
Transportation 
Facilities 
to and from 


ROONEAL t " e . 
NY Any District. 





pu - CHICAGO 
yj] 
“ai ISLAND JCT. v2 


Excellent 
Labor 


Conditions. 


lis 
et xe FS = 
SeSs =| Neighborly 
“v Wa Policies 


Prevail. 


Permit us to figure with you on your new location. 


ADDRESS: 
J. M. McDERMOTT H. M. JOUVER 
Industrial Agent General Freight Agent 
208 Grand Central Station 455 Grand Central Station 
CHICAGO CHICAGO 
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The Rush Shipment 
for the Special Sale 







By MAC 
Shippers’ Traffic Man 











One of our customers in the Northwest bought 
goods for his big special sale and advertised them 
before they were shipped. That’s the way they do 
things these days. 








We routed over the Soo Line from Chicago west, 
and I was almighty glad I did. The Boss was on 
my neck often, wanting to know where those goods 
were. 











They arrived on time. But the big thing to me 
during those hectic days was that I could get 
quickly from the Soo Line representative the 
needed information about where that shipment 
was and when it was due to arrive. That was 
service and then some. 


How did he do it? Why, the Soo Line takes ex- 
tra care in collecting their passing reports; and 
I'll tell the busy world that information was a big 
help to me. 





























To avoid delay, shipments for Canadian 
destinations must be accompanied by ship- 
pers’ export declaration made in triplicate. 
This document must be delivered to railroad 
agent at initial point with the shipment and 
Q WINNIPEG accompany same to Canadian port of entry. 





EDMONTON G 





















SAULT SAINTE MARIE 
& EMERSON 5 








THIEF RIVER FALLS BESSEMER 







— ) Q Q 
VANCOUVER _ — ——e = _ -: HURLEY 





MENOMINEE 





_ 


ALWAYS DEPENDABLE 
FREIGHT SERVICE 






MINNEAPOLIS 







MANITOWOC 





SAINT PAUL 







MILWAUKEE 


AGENCIES 


Boston, Mass., 40 Central St. Los Angeles, Cal., 530 Van Nuys Bldg. St. Louis, Mo., 2050 Railway 
- Buffalo, N. Y,, 504 Iroquois Memphis, Tenn., Porter Bldg. Exch. B 











; Bldg. Milwaukee, Wis., 68 East Wisconsin Ave. St. Paul Minn., 1112 Merchants National 
Chicago, IIll., 1630 Bankers Bldg., Clark and Adams. Minneapolis, Minn., Soo Line Bldg., 5th Bank Bldg. 
Chippewa Falls, Wis. . St. and Marquette Ave. San Francisco, Cal., 681 Market St. 
Cincinnati, O., 709 Traction Bldg. Neenah, Wis. Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 






Cleveland, O., 915 Union Trust Bl 


r : ds. New York, N. Y., 1550 Woolworth Bldg. Seattle, Wash., 5564 Stuart Bl 
Detroit, Mich., 2243 First National Bank Bldg. Omaha, Neb., 725-26 W. O. W. Bldg. 


dg. 
Spokane, Wash., 1006 Old Nat’l Bank Bldg. 









Duluth, Minn., 408 West Superior St. Passaic, N. J., 250 Bloomfield Ave. Superior, Wis. 

Grand — Mich., 1001 Grand Rapids Trust Bldg. Philadelphia, Pa., 1500 Locust St. Tacoma, Wash., 1113 Pacific Ave. 
Indianapol is, Ind., 430 Merchants Bank Bldg. Pittsburgh, Pa., 2041 Oliver Bldg. Waukesha, Wis. 

Kansas City, Mo., 723 Walnut St. fasten Ore., 3rd and Pine Sts. Winnipeg, Man., 603-604 Lombard Bldg. 








CARE SOO LINE 


aA 











| ROUTE YOUR FREIGHT - - 
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BP XS 


Great Lakes = pt: New York 
The Only Direct All-Water Route 


SERVING WITHOUT TRANS-SHIPMENT 


New York - Buffalo - Cleveland - Toledo - Detroit 
Oswego - Hamilton, Ont. 


TORONTO .J57 


HAMILTON J 


a; 
DeTROMT! 
TOLEDO if afi 
4 NY SKY Lopain 


afi: 
ans aGul?) 


‘ LEE EELILCO ES TTTE TSAI EE OEE 
SHIP BY BARGE! 
via THE OPEN GATEWAY TO THE SEA 


AFFORDING SHIPPERS 
Dependable Freight Service with 20% Savings in Rates 


Delivery Alongside Steamers at New York Without Trans-shipment 


Nothing Less Than Full Barge Loads Accepted. 650 gross tons constitute average barge load. Barges 
move in fleets of four (4) with approximate total capacity of 2600 gross tons 


For Rates or Other Information, Address 


HEDGER TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, tne 


25 Broadway, New York City, N. Y. 


BUFFALO OFFICE: Chamber ef Commerce Building 


Mu. % fetes Exchange 
N. Y. Maritime Exchange 
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A Fortune in Forests 






The vast timber resources of the South make this region 
a favored field for industrial enterprises concerned with the 






use of forest products. 











Nearly 42 per cent of the country’s total forest acreage 
is in the Southern states. The South is especially rich in 
valuable hardwoods, including oak, gum, chestnut and hick- 
ory, having almost 50 per cent of all such timber in the 
United States. Its stands of saw timber of the softwood 
varieties, such as yellow pine, hemlock and cypress, aggregate 
more than 225,000,000,000 board feet, and new growth 
amounts to 7,000,000,000 board feet annually. The South 
furnishes approximately half of the total veneer and lum- 
ber production of the United States. Its pine forests also 
supply our entire national output of turpentine and rosin. 



















In addition to its present forest acreage, the South has 
about a million acres of unused cutover and brush land upon 
which timber can be grown at low cost. The mild, moist 

climate and fertile soil of the South provide ideal conditions Qe 
for artificial forest culture. Increasing adoption of scientific 
conservation and reforestation methods in the South prom- 


ises well for the continued importance of the lumber, naval 


stores and other forest products industries of this region. The Illinois Central System 
maintains a Development Bureau 


Increasing attention is being attracted to the South’s ad- to assist im the industrial and 
agricultural development of its 


vantages for the manufacture of pulpwood products. Be- tevvitery. Per idderuntion od- 
sides other requisites, there is an abundance of raw material, dress: 

the South having more than 56,000,000 acres of second- 
growth timber of pulpwood size. Only fifteen to twenty 
years are needed to grow pulpwood in the South, so that 
this supply can be drawn upon indefinitely and additional 
supplies quickly and inexpensively grown with a little at- Illinois Central System 
tention to conservation and propagation. No other part of Chicago 

the country excels the South as a source of adequate, per- 

petual supply of pulpwood. 

















H. J. SCHWIETERT 
General Development Agent 










Some of the most important timber resources of the South 
are comprised within the six Southern states in which the 
Illinois Central System operates—Alabama, Arkansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi and Tennessee. Nearly 4,000 
miles of Illinois Central lines in these states help to facilitate 
utilization of these resources. This railroad welcomes op- 
portunities to be helpful in promoting the development of 
forest products industries in its territory. . 
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NEXT DOOR #0 EVERYTHING 


in downtown Chicago 


1. ALL THE GREAT ciT1Es of the world, 
no hotel is more favorably situated 
than the Palmer House to save the time 
and energy of guests. 


_ Right “‘next door’’ to everything— 
it provides particularly quiet rooms 
within casy walking distance of the 
City’s smartest shops, the theatres, 
the famous State Street stores; public 
buildings including the Art Institute, 
Field Museum and library, as well as 
the banking and 

business offices. 


Palmer House orchestras provide espe- 


cially attractive concert and dance 
music for the entertainment of guests. 
Four restaurants, affording a la carte 
and table d’hote service, are comfort- 
ably cooled in warm weather. 
Advance reservations assure the ut- 
most comfort during the current travel 
months. Rooms for one, $4 to $10— 
for two, $7 to $12. Suites (one to five 
rooms) per room, $9 to $11. Reduc- 
tion for monthly or 
seasonal occupancy. 
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Straight 


Write for a copy of the Port o 
Seattle Yearbook — it contains 
much information and data 
valuable to traffic managers, 
manufacturers, exporters, im- 
porters and others interested in 
trading with the Orient. It’s 
free for the asking. 


For specific information address: 
Traffic Department 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


great advantages 
of shipping via Seattle 


By reason of its strategic position, 500 miles nearer 
to the Orient than any other American port, the 
Port of Seattle affords the exporter a rare com- 
bination of basic advantages: 


a - one to seven days quicker deliveries to the principal 
markets of the Far East. 


2 —From one to seven days less “in transit” time with propor- 
tionate savings in insurance and interest charges. 


3 —Low handling, insurance and storage charges at the $10,000,- 
000 publicly owned terminals. 


4-— trans-continental rail lines and innumerable trans- 
Pacific steamship lines affording more frequent service than 


through any other port. 


5 —Expeditious, economical and efficient transfer from car to ship 
assured by most complete handling equipment and facilities. 


Traffic managers cannot, therefore, afford to ignore 
the advantages which the Seattle short route offers 
for the expeditious and economical routing of 
trans-Pacific cargoes. 


Bell Street Terminal 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 
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Terminal Railroad Association 
OF ST. LOUIS 


‘‘The Terminal of Capacity and Expedition’’ 


A 


PLAT OF 
ST. LOUIS and 
Showing RAILWAY SYSTEM of the 
Terminal R. R. Assoc. of St. Louis, 


“T.R. R.A.” IN YOUR BILLS OF LADING 


Interchange Connections with ALL Railroads reaching St. Louis and East St. Louis 
Industrial Switching SERVICE of the most excellent character 
Industrial Switching RATES the lowest to be. found in any large city 

Prompt information supplied as to movement when requested 

Three belt lines in the St. Louis District and three in the East St. Louis District provide 

amply for industrial expansion 
Large areas of moderately priced property, conveniently located for industrial development 
are available along these belt lines 


Information regarding RATES, SERVICE, FACILITIES and INDUSTRIAL LOCATIONS 
may be obtained by addressing 


EDWARD CLEMENS, Traffic Manager, 111 Union Station, St. Louis, Mo. 
eee ee 
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Offers a Highly 
Developed Freight Service 


BETWEEN 


The New England States and the South 
and West—Eastern Canada and all points 
South. Close affiliation with the lines listed 
below makes this an ideal route for the 
rapid movement of shipments. 

Canadian Pacific Railway 


Canadian National Railways 
Quebec, Montreal & Southern. ... 


Boston & Maine 
Boston & Albany 


Pennsylvania 
Lehigh Valley 
Central R. R. of N. J. 


via Rouses Point, N. Y. 


via Mechanicville, N.Y. 


via Albany, N. Y. 
| via Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 
} via Binghamton, N. Y. 


via Owego, N. Y. 
And Their Connections. 


‘ih 


j BAU 


Our nearest representative will, if given opportunity, render you 
SOOT, AS 
UL Nas 7 


HELPFUL SERVICE 


All D. & H. Traffic Agencies are furnished information daily relative 
to junction passings. The Agency nearest you will keep you advised 
of the progress of your urgent carload shipments if requested to do so. 


i; 


BR 


Wh G+ he y rea nan iy 
Satin, iy, Apu ia DELAWARE & HUDSON FREIGHT TRAFFIC AGENCIES 
ULSI ee ALBANY, N. Y.—Telephone 3-11-41 y 
| i Y J. E. Colket, Milk ‘Reent, eT Ackley, Division Veelght Agent, 
| Y-). D&HB 191 Main Street 


|, 
i 
| 
b \ 
Ley, . 
4 


o.. ui 
— rf C. F. Beck, General Eastern Freight Agent, 
; mr. di 


‘D & H Bu 
ATLANTA, GA.—Telephene Walnut 5464 
Monte Pickens, Jr., Commercial Agent, 
930 Healey Building 
BOSTON, MASS.—Telephone Liberty 4106-4107 
F. H. Wheeler, New England Freight Agent, 
429-430 Chamber of Commerce Building 
BUFFALO, N. Y.—Telephone Seneca 0853 
Jas. Vandenberge, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
722 Ellicott Square Building 
CHICAGO, ILL.—Telephone Wabash 8994 
H. Clark, Gene Agent, Freight Dept., 
1101-02 Utilities Building, 
327 Seuth La Salle St. 
MONTREAL, QUE.—Telephone Uptown 7424 
James Fitzsimons, General Canadian Freight Agent, 
106 Drummond Bldg., 1117 St. Catherine St., West 
— N. Y.—Telephone Whitehall 5648 and 


C. G. Howland, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
1446-48 Woolwerth Building, 233 Broadway 


i ee PA.—Telephone Rittenhouse 


W. H. Chase, General Southern Freight Agent, 
1109-10 Finance Building, 
1420-26 South Penn Square 


PITTSBURG, PA.—Telephone Grant 5516 
. W. Haas, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
513-514 Bessemer Building 


PLATTSBURG, N. Y.—Telephone 698 
E. H. Dew, Division Freight Agent, 
101 Bridge Street 


SCRANTON, PA.—Telephone Bell 2-8751 
J. J. Coyle, Division Freight Agent, 
D & H Passenger Station 


ST. LOUIS, MO.—Telephone Chestnut 9178 
J. B. Stewart, General Agent, Freight Dept., 
1021-1022 Pierce Building 


TROY, N. Y.—Telephone 765 
F. J. Forster, Division Freight Agent, 
Union Statien 


W. G. Story, General Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 
F. N. Hiller, 4 Gen. Freight Agent, Albany, N. Y. 


Max V. Becks 


t, Asst. Gen. Freight 
Jas. A. Flanders, Jr., Asst. Gen.- Freigh 


Agent, Albany, N. Y. 
gent, ‘Albany, N. Y. 


F. W. Nyland, Coal Freight Agent, Albany, . 
C. E. Relfe, Assistant General Traffic Manager, Albany, N. Y. 
L. F. Perry, Assistant te General Traffic Manager, Albany, N. Y. 


Ww. J. MULLIN, 
General Traffic Manager 
ROUTE O 


J. T. LOREE, 
Vice-President and General Manager 


ALBANY, N. Y. 


T. F 
THE MONTREAL LIMITED—Popular Short Way between New York and Montreal 
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= the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Seaboard, pe 
with the Ohio River to the Southward, lies the American Gil BY NU il 


FAST 


Industrial Empire. Croesus, with all his wealth, never en- 
visioned such a Treasure chest; Marco Polo never dreamed 
of such a land. 


From its mines, mills and blast furnaces flows the endless 






































stream of raw materials which compose the life blood of trade — 
and commerce. And from its factories roll the fortunes in 
finished goods which carry around the World the hallmark 
“Made in U.S. A.” In its density of prosperous owners of 
homes and its wealth, material and cultural, this region is not 
excelled by any other on the Globe. 
The Erie Railroad is the pioneer railroad of Service for 
this marvellous land—a Nation all in itself. 
Chicago, metropolis of the Mississippi Valley. Indian- CHICAGO 
apolis, Cincinnati and Columbus. Dayton, wonder city of ‘ 
manufacture. Akron, rubber center of the world. Youngs- INDIANAPOLIS 
town and Cleveland, ace-high in the iron and steel develop- CINCINNATI 
ment of the Mahoning and Chenango Valley country. DAYTON 
Jamestown with its world-famous furniture factories. Buffalo, 
the great ship-to-rail transfer point at the foot of the Lakes AKRON 
and center of the Niagara Frontier Development. The pros- COLUMBUS 
perous, thriving cities of the Southern Tier of New York YOUNGSTOWN 
State, Hornell, Elmira and Binghamton. Scranton, the hard 
coal center of Creation. The densely populated and highly CLEVELAND 
developed manufacturing cities of Jersey, Newark, Paterson, JAMESTOWN 
Passaic, Jersey City—and finally New York itself, with the HORNELL 
whole Metropolitan Area comprising the Greatest City in 
The World—all these are served by the Erie Railroad at ELMIRA f 
Standards setting new marks in the business of Transpor- SCRANTON 
tation. BINGHAMTON I 
And yet, there is still more room for Industry; ample PATERSON ' 
spaces for factories, mills and warehouses, accessible to power, PASSAIC | 
labor and raw materials and the heaviest consuming markets. NEWARK i 
A place on Erie rails assures unbeatable domestic road service 
and especially advantageous circumstances for export and JERSEY CITY : 
import. NEW YORK 
All the facilities of this great railroad system are at the With Connecting Service on Fast, | 
disposal of any manufacturer, shipper, merchant or traveller Fixed Schedules to 
| 


with a traffic problem. 





PITTSBURGH 

PHILADELPHIA 
BOSTON AND | 
NEW ENGLAND 





Every Erie Station is a Service Station. 


ERIE RAILROAD 


THE ERIE ENTERS NEW YORK AT THE FRONT DOOR 
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_ al a ~~ Three Great 


x Gateway of the Southwest Transcontinental 


fo the ‘ 
Trade Routes of the World Railroads 


ne Terminate Here 


HE Union Pacific, the 

Santa Fe and the Southern 
Pacific all terminate at Los 
Angeles Harbor. Right to 
the waterfront they go, to 
tranship cargos to Oriental 
and South American bound 
ships. 


The Pacific Electric with 
1200 miles of distributive 
trackage also serves Los 
Angeles Harbor. A modern 
port, made by man, to meet 
the modern requirements of 
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Shippers / 


Here is why you 
should ship via Los 
Angeles Harbor: 


Closest large Pacific Port to the 
Panama Canal. 


The hub of 212 trade routes. (Fre- 
. querty sailings to all parts of the 
world). 


* The waterway entrance to a market 
of two million people. 


We have 640 acres of tide lands for 
West Coast Factory branch sites. 


Three transcontinental railroads di- 
* rect to wharves and warehouses. 


11% miles of most modern waterside 
shipping terminals and warehouses. 


Ideal weather conditions permit year 
* round handling of freight in open. 


Supported by Pacific Coast’s largest 
* manufacturing and produce district. 
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Total Rail Lines 
16,726.69 
Miles 


Total Water 
Lines 
3,825 Miles 


(Continued from Aug. 18th issue) 
CHAPTER VII 
Pacific Railroad Bill 


After he had filed with 
the newly organized com- 
pany a very complete re- 
port of his surveys in the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains, 
with an estimate of the 
cost of construction, Judah 
was directed to proceed to Washington 
and there to do all in his power to secure 
the passage of a Pacific Railroad bill 
which would recognize the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. of California as the organi- 
zation to build the west- 
ern end of the transcon- 
tinental road and to se- 
cure for the builders all 
the government aid pos- 
sible. Judah sailed for 
New York by the Isthmus 
of Panama October 10, 
1861. 

Aaron A. Sargent, newly 
elected member of Con- 
gress from California, 
was a fellow passenger, 
and Judah undertook to 
educate him as he had 
educated Congressman 
Burch and Senator Land 
years before under simi- 
lar circumstances. 

Judah was well quali- 
fied' for this particular 
task, had confidence in 
his own plan, and the gift 
of untiring enthusiasm. 
To ,quote a writer who 
saw him in action during 
those days, “his knowl- 
edge of his subject was 
so thorough, his manners so genteel and 
insinuating, his conversation on the sub- 
ject so entertaining, that few resisted 
his appeals.” Sargent had no course of 
instruction. 

In addition to explaining the details of 
his plan to Sargent, Judah worked on a 
pamphlet based on his recent survey of 
the Sierra, and shortly after his arrival 
in the East completed it and had it pub- 
lished. He tells what he did with the 
copies: “I procured one thousand copies, 
distributing a portion of the same among 
railroad men where likely to do us most 
good, sending copies to President Lin- 
coln, the heads of departments, and to 
our senators and representatives in Con- 
gress. It was also published in the rail- 
road journals, and thereby obtained con- 
siderable circulation before the meeting 
of Congress.” 

In New York Judah met James A. 
McDougall, senator from California and 
chairman of the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mittee of the Senate. Judah camped on 
McDougall’s trail until, as he says, “I 
left fully satisfied that in him the Pacific 
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FROM TRAIL TO RAIL 


A History of Southern Pacific 


Railroad had a firm friend, not likely to 
be discouraged by the threatening aspect 
of our affairs, but ready and anxious to 
adopt the plan best calculated to make 
the Pacific Railroad a success in the 
present session of Congress and to urge 
the same to a speedy end.” 

Such an impression did Judah’s knowl- 
edge of his subject make on McDougall, 
that the senator requested him to be in 
Washington a week before the meeting 
of Congress, to aid in the preparation 
of a Pacific Railroad bill. 

At McDougall’s request, Judah _ pre- 
pared a bill along the lines of the Curtis 
bill, which Congress had failed to pass 
the year before. 
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It was decided not to report the bill, 
however, until an effort had been made 
to secure harmonious action in the House 
of Representatives. Congressman Sar- 
gent was assigned to the Pacific Rail- 
road Committee in the House, and, as he 
was placed on no other committee, was 
able to devote his time and energies 
almost exclusively to that subject. 

Sargent prepared a bill along similar 
lines to the Senate bill. He was unable 
to get any action for nearly two months; 
then, undoubtedly prodded into action by 
the indefatigable Judah, he obtained the 
floor while Congress was sitting in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union and delivered a speech on the 
subject of the Pacific Railroad. 


Pass Railroad Bill 


After much discussion and many 
changes, the Pacific Railroad bill passed 
the House on May 6, 1862. It was re- 
ported to the Senate the following day 
and was passed by the Senate June 20. 
It was signed by President Lincoln July 
1, 1862. 

(Advertisement) 
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Southern Pacific 
Highways 
Lead to the 
Main Streets 
of All America 


Judah, on account of his knowledge of 
the subject and because of his past legis. 
lative experience in this same connec- 
tion, had been appointed secretary of 
the Senate Pacific Railroad Committee, 
which enabled him to attend all their 
meetings and gave him the privilege of 
the floor of the Senate. He also, through 
Sargent, was appointed clerk of the main 
house committee. 

It is interesting to note from the dis- 
cussions in the House and Senate that 
preceded the passing of the Pacific Rail- 
road bill that the legislators of 1862 fek 
they were doing a bigger thing for’ the 
United States than for the builders of 
the Pacific Railroad. 

Congressman Camp- 
bell, of Pennsylvania, 
chairman of the House 
Committee on Pacific 
Railroad, said: “The 
road is a necessity to 
the government. It is 
the government that is 
asking individual cap- 
italists to build the road. 
Gentlemen are under the 
impression that it is a 
very great benefit to 
these stockholders to aid 
them to the extent of 
about half the capital 
required. I beg leave to 
call the attention of 
these gentlemen that it 
is the government which 
was under necessity to 
construct the road. If 
the capitalists of the 
country are willing to 
come forward to advance 
half the amount neces- 
sary for this great enter- 
prise, the government is 
doing little in aiding the company to 
the extent of the other half by way of 
a loan.” 

Another speaker said: “It is not sup- 
posed in the first instance that the com- 
pany will reimburse the interest to the 
government. It will reimburse it in 
transportation.” 

Still another. “J undertake to say that 
not a cent of these advances will ever 
be repaid, nor do I think it desirable that 
they should be, as this road is to be the 
highway of the nation.” 

In the Senate, Henry Wilson, senator 
from Massachusetts, said: “I give no 
grudging vote in giving away either 
money or land. I would sink a hundred 
million dollars in opening a railroad and 
do it most cheerfully, and think I had 
done a great thing for my country. What 
are seventy-five or a hundred million dol- 
lars in opening a railroad across the 
central regions of this continent that 
shall connect the people of the Atlantic 
and Pacific and bind us together? 


(To be continued in Sept, 15th issue.) 
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